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anything, it means that this shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with the expectation that it 
will overrule the decision of a committee equal 
with itself, and the committee to w hich the subject- 
matter of these petitions properly belongs. _ 

Mr. SHIELDS. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will state that | voted against ordering the peti- 
tions to lie on the table, not for the purpose of 
overruling the decision of the Committee on Public 
Lands, but to give the Committee on Commerce 
an opportunity, if it brings in any general bill, to 
introduce this subject into it. It was my design 
pot to have the decision of the Committee on 
Public Lands as to an appropriation of public 
lands overruled by another committee, but to let a 
proposition be made to appropriate money, if 
necessary 

Mr. WALKER. I doubt not that there were 
many who voted against ordering the petitions 
to lie on the table with no personal design to get 
at or overrule the former decision of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; but it looks like it. The 
action of the Senate looks very much like it. It 
will be so thought. It will be deemed that the 
Senate, dissatisfied with the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, are disposed to give this 
roposition into the control of another committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think if the Senator from 
Wisconsin will allow me to make a remark, he 
will withdraw his objection. Petitions in relation 
to this subject were referred tothe Committee on 
Commerce early in the session, and that commit- 
tee have had them under consideration Some of 
those memorials do incidentally ask for a grant of 
nublic lands. The Committee on Commerce have 
had, and now have, this subject under consider- 
ation. It is not now designed that the Committee 
on Commerce shall overrule the decision made by 
the Committee on Public Lands. We do not 
know what the Committee on Commerce will do; 
but that committee had the subject under consid- 
eration before the Committee on Public Lands. 
Now the proposition presented to us is toconstruct 
a ship canal around the Falls of Niagara. That 
subject is under the consideration of the Commit- 


teeon Commerce. It is true that these petitions | 


ask for a grant of public lands to aid in the work, 
but that is a mere incident, which can be dispensed 


with in reference to the work. I think that the | 


honorable Senator from Wisconsin has this sub- 
ject as deeply at heart as any man; but I think 
the Committee on Commerce is a very appropri- 


ate committee to which it should be referred, be- | 


cause the distinct proposition relates to the con- 
struction of a ship canal around the Falls of Ni- 
agara. 

Mr. WALKER. I was not aware that this 
subject, in the form in which it is now before the 
Senate, had gone, either at an early or late day, to 
the Committee on Commerce. If petitions pray- 
ing grants of public lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of this work were sent to that committee, I 
think that [ am not going too far when I say that 
the reference was an improper one. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands has had all kindred sub- 
jects before it; and so far from sending these peti- 
tions to the Committee on Commerce on the ground 


that others of a similar character have gone there, 
it seems to me that that committee ought to be | 
discharged from the consideration of those peti- | 


tions, and they should now be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I have no objection 
to the question of the construction of the work 


being sent to the Committee on Commerce, but | 


when it is presented in the form of a proposition 


to give public lands for it, I think the Committee | 


on Public Lands is entitled to have the matter 
under its consideration. 

W hen the Committee on Public Lands proposed 
to be discharged from the consideration of this sub- 
ject, | made some objection to it. I saw that the 
Legislature of Wisconsin had under consideration 
the subject of instructing the Senators and Repre- 
Sentatives from that State to vote for granting pub- 
lic lands for the construction of the work. How- 
ever, the majority of the committee asked to be 
discharged. If these instructions shall come--and 
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a committee of the Wisconsin Legislature has committee with instructiens—which, inmy humble 
already reported in favor of them—lI shall obey judgment, would be the proper parliamentary 
them, and | shall obey them to a very extreme course—but to send it to another committee. ; 
extent; for if the subject is not considered in any You might just as well send it to the Committee 
other shape by Congress, I shall propose a bill to | on Foreign Relations, or the Committee on Mili- 
grant lands to the State of Wisconsin to construct || tary Affairs, or the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
the work; for | cannot see that the Legislature of | because, so faras the action of this Government is 
that State has any business to step out of the State | concerned, a canal around the Falls of Niagara is 
and instruct me to ask public lands in any other || much more important to the naval interests of the 
State to aid in the construction of the work. country than any other. The vote therefore de- 
I shall, therefore, if it cannot be adopted asa || termines—if they will override the action of the 
general measure, propose to appropriate lands in | Committee on Public Lands—this: that the Sen- 
Wisconsin to construct the work; and | want the | ate—instead of taking a parliamentary way of re- 
Committee on Public Lands to have the subject- | committing the question to the Committee on 
matter before it. I regret that that committee was |) Public Lands, with instructions to report a bill, if 
so hastily discharged trom the consideration of || such is the sense of the Senate—see fit to transfer 
the subject, and | should be pleased to seeit again || a subject which belongs to that committee to an- 
go back to the committee, so that | may have | other committee, which has ne jurisdiction what- 
some ume to await the instructions from my Le-| ever over it. The thing may receive any con- 
gislature. ‘That Legislature, sir, ia very prolific in || struction Senators choose; but the parliamentary 
instructions, | presume it will reach this subject. construction 1s a direct censure upon the commit- 
lt did go so far from home as to instruct us In | tee to which the subject belongs. 
regard to the canal around the Falls of St. Mary; The motion to refer the petitions to the Com- 
ithas gone so far as to instruct us in regard to || mittee on Commerce was agreed to. 
appointments to office out of the State; and it has 
now gone as far as Niagara Falis. i intend to ee 
obey its instructions, if they shall come; and I On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 
therefore wish very much that the subject should rect Medan se gear fern a of 
Le before the Committee on Public Lands. aaa oll ssaailan the Doueanines on Puican Land Cl ean, 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. | trust that, under : 
these circumstances, after the remarks of the hon- On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 
orable Senator from Wisconsin, there will be no Ordered, That the memorial of George Shoenberger and 
objection to the referring of these memorials tothe | 0U'ers be withdrawn trom the files of the Senate, and re 
7 ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
Committee on Public Lands, even with instruc- enue d 
tions, if the Senator from New York desires them. On =e by Mr. I EAR( E, = wan 
Mr. FISH. I hope they will net go to that , Ordered, I nat the me mortal of Thom a Crown be with 
, drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com 
committee. It has already expressed an opinion — jnittee on Claims. 
_ the subject; and by all parliamentary usage, On motion by Mr. PRATT. it was 
believe, a proposition is not to be sentto a com- Ordered. Ths ae aaa i -e il a 
' rdered, iat the petition of the heirs of Robert Sewell 
mittee whose opinion 1s known to be adverse to | he withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the object. The question now before us is on the | the Committee on Claims. 
reference to the Committee on Commerce. The On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
subject-matter of the petitions pertains to that Ordered. That the petition of Thomas Dyer and others 
committee; and if, in asking for aid to carry out 4 be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
the general design, they ask something which, in || the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
the opinion of gentlemen, might send it to the Com- On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 
mittee on Public Lands, will you give it a refer- Ordered, That the heirs of Henry Waller have leave to 
ence according to that prayer, instead of accord- | withdraw their memorials and papers. 
ing to the subject-matter? I understand, further, REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
that there ure already, and have been for some epee , : 
weeks past, before the Committee on Commerce, i = See _— a seems die on | ub- 
petitions in precisely the same form with those || "© “8nes, to whom were relerred dot ae 
kil 5 anes aakt thin Gentine on ented theme: re ation to the claim of Mark Bean and Richard 
Mr. GWIN. 1 hope this subject will go over H. Bean, of Arkansos, submitted 8 re] a, ac- 
until to-morrow. We have other important busi- companied by a bill tor their relief; — 
ness before us which I should like to have trans- | T€®4, and passed to a second reading. The report 
acted now. was ordered to be printed. : 
Mr. FISH. Let the question be taken. Mr. CLAY, from the ¢ ae dios he Pensions, 
Mr. GWIN. I hope, then, it will be taken to whom was referred a bill from the House of 
vileiness Gaitionn dibann. Representatives for the relief of I homas Frazer, 
Me. DOUGLAS. l understccd theBeunter from asked to the discharged from its further consider- 
New York to say that other petitions of the same | 80" which was agreed to. 
kind have been already sent to the Committee on BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Commerce. If that be so, I suppose there can be Mr. SLIDELL, in accordance with previous 
no objection to sending these there also; but if pe- notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
titions asking for land have gone to the Commit- bill for the relief of John Boyd; which was read 
tee on Public Lands, these ought to go to that || twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
committee, if the same subject is before the Private Land Claims. 
Committee on Commerce—if petitions have gone Mr. PETTIT asked, and by unanimous con- 
there asking for land—lI see no reason why these | ..5 obtained, leave to introduce a bill to regulate 
should not go there. I presume there can be no | the fees and compensation of the district etsorneya 


Oe TTA T. Id ‘al : hi in the courts of the United States, for the Territo- 
Mr.S ART. I do not wish to continue this | | i,, of Minnesota, New Mexico, and Utah; which 


ay os I ~~ the — question ue “ was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
ye departed from. ve ground upon which Committee on the Judiciary. 


placed my objection in the first place, was, that Mr. STUART asked and obtained the unani- 
| the rules of the Senate sent this business to the | ,5ug consent of the Senate to introduce a bill 
Committee on Public Lands; and I asked the granting the right of way over, and depét grounds 
sense of the Senate whether, that committee on, the military reserve at Fort Gratiot, in the 
having reported upon the subject, they would State of Michigan, to the Port Huron and Lake 
send it to the Committee on Commerce to review Michigan Railroad Company; which was referred 
that action? The Senate have decided that they || 5, se Committee on Military Aire. 

would. Asa member of the committee, I under- . 

stand the vote to be neither more nor less than to BURLINGTON UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, submitted the following 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


say that the Senate are dissatisfied with the action | 


| of the committee to which this. subject properly || resolution; which was considered by unanimoug 


belongs, and they choose not to recommit it to thet |) consent, and agredd to: 
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Public Lands be in 
rranting the re 


} ' nmittee 
j “ " we Co ii e oon 


the expediency ot 


y (united State in the lot known 
{ mal grou in bu gion, lowa, 
© int ihington ta er 

4 paper on the subject, submitted by Mr. 
Doper, » referred to the Committee on 

ce Lan 
RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 

\] Wi he Select Committee to whom 
rele d e subjectof arailroad from the Val- 
ol 1 ippt to the Pacific ocean, have 
ed to report **A bill for the construction 
ot 1 fi 1 the valley of the Missi sippl 
to the P ocean.’ | will state, Mr. President, 
1 ire other matters connected with this 
‘ vhich the committee have not yet disposed 
Ol; dl structed by the committee to say, 

t ney >not yet make a final report. ; 

Phe bill was read a first time, and ordered to a 
econd read r 

Mr. GWIN. Lam instructed by the commit- 
tee to ove t tthe consideration of the bi be 
post ned to, id made the special order of the 
day for, this day two weeks. This subject is of 
preat importance, and we desire thet day fixed for 
i nsideration 

Lhe mots was agreed to. 

VERMONT SENATORSHIP. 

The e} e resumed the consideration of the 
' lution respecting the right of the Hon. 8S. 8. 
Pue.ps to a seat in the Senate. 

Mr. PHLELPS continued the speech in advo- 
cacy of hus right, which was left unfinished on 
W ednesd ist, when he addressed the Senate 
on the une ject. The spe ech will be found 
i e Apper x 

Having co led, 

Mr. BADGER next addressed the Senate in 
re} fo @ portion of the argument of the rentie 
man fro Vermont. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I desire, and deem 
it due to myself and to the State which I in part 
repre it, to submit some remaks to the Senate 
upon the question now before us. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator will 
give way | will move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject, with a view to proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business 

Mr. FOOT. I will yield to the disposition of 
the Senate 

Mr. SEWAR Then I nmke that motion. 

Mr PHEI § Will the honorable Senator 


from New York withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment, to allow me to make an explanation? 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. President, it is due to the 
honorable from North Carolina, and it is 
due to myself, that | should disclaim the slightest 
disper 


Senator 


sition or consciousness of anything in my 
remarks, or in my manner, which should be offen- 
sive tothe honorable Senator. It is due to myself, 
service of something more than 


in this body, although | have never 


becau e, ifter a 

vyeive veal 
mixed much 
the body, | believe | have never before been sub- 
jected to the imputation of uttering anything offen- 
sive to any gentleman in this body. 

Mr. BADGER. Why, Mr. President, I thought 
my friend from Vermont understood me to say 
expressly that | had not the remotest idea that he 
intended any such thing. I thought I explained 
that. But Il assure him I do not feel the smallest 
degree of offense—not the slightest—quite the con- 
trary. 

Mr. PHELPS 


Well, sir, if there was no in- 


tention it must have been my misfortune, for 
which Lam no more answerable than any gentle- 


man is for the want 


But one 
seemed to 
I suppose, in the 
ference to the sienific ance of the 
1 used that expression. 

I have insisted from the beginning that the word 


‘© meeting,’’ as used in 


of personal beaaty. 
honorable Senator 
think that there was something, 


, 
word 


more, 
} ' 

TEMArAS Wilh re 

word ‘then 


PF the Constitution, meant 
the commencement of the legislative session. The 
honorable Senator took the ground that the word 
‘* meeting’? was equivalent to the word session, 
and embraced the whole period ofthe session. | 

ie od him to argue,in support of his inter- 


pretation of the word that the word 
‘*then,”’ which meant ‘at that period,” settled 
the question that the word meeting must mean the 
whole session. That I understood to be the Sen- 


““ sett 
meeting, 


in the ordinary current debates of 
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ator’s are My rep 


ument iy to it 
you give the word ** 


was this s, in sub- 


stance: meeting’’ my interpre 


tation tomean the commencement of the session, 
and then give the word ‘* then’’ the ordinary sig- 
nification to mean ‘ afterwards;’’ that was my 
understandir Y 

Mr. SLIDELL. I renew the motion to post- 
pone the further consideration of this subject, for 
the purpose f proceeding to the con ideratit 1 of 
Executive business. 

The motion to po stpone was agcreed to. 


EXECUTIVE 
The Senate proceeded to the cor 
Executive bus 


SESSION. 


side ition of 


iness; and,after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpnay, March 13, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clo k,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Frid Ly was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Navy Department, in compli- 
with a resolution of the House of the 27th 
ultimo, requesting the Secretary of the Navy to 
communicate to the House whether. in his or inion, 
he steamshiy 


ance 


»s employed in the ocean mail service 


rf a pro} er const 


ve els-of-wi 


ruction to be converted into 
of their being required 


‘The communication states: 


ir, in the event 
for such a service. 


The ocean mail steamers accepted by the Navy 
Depart 


are 


ment under contract 


Those running between New York and 
Liverpool, viz: 
Atlantic, acc epted April 30, 1850: built 1849. 
Pacific, accepted May 15, 1850: built 1s 19, 
Arctic, acce nted October 10, 1850: built 1850. 


Baltic, accepted November 7, 1850; 
9d. Those running between New York and 
New Orleans, Havana, and Chagreg, viz: 
Georvia, act epted January 26, 1852: built 1849. 
Ohio, accep ited January 94, 1851; built 1849. 
0, 1851; built 1851. 
George L: LW, ac cepted February 13, 1854; built 
1853. 


built 1850. 





Illinois, accepted Se ptember 3 


Those running between San Francisco and 
Panama, viz: 

California, accepted October 5, 1848; built 1848. 

Panama, accepted November 28, 1848; built 1848. 

Oregon, accepted December 9, 1848; built 1848. 

Columbia, accepted October 1, 1850; built 1850. 

Tennessee, accepted October 1, 1850; built 1848. 

Golden Gate, accepted July 31, 1851, built 1851. 

That the Tennessee was stranded on the coast, 
in the summer of 1853; and that the San Fran- 
cisco recently lost at sea, was intended to supply 
her place. 

That, from communications upon the subject 
from experienced naval constructors, and from the 
report submitted to the House in March, 1855 
the Secretary of the Navy thinks, that while it is 
demonstrated conclusively that these steamers are 
admirably adapted for performing the service in 
which they are now engaged, he was of the opin- 
ion that the demonstration was also clear that the 
general principles of construction on which they 


, 


are built are such that it is impracticable to con- | 


vert them into vessels of war, to be relied upon 
for efficient service as men-of-war. They might, 
however, be made available in the transportation 
of men and munitions, and might be strengthened 
and rendered capable of bearing a small armament, 
such as would enable them to annoy the enemy’s 
commerce, al d do rood s servic as priv ateers. 

Before the reading of dhs cammnaiaiindinn was 
completed, 

tr. HAVEN said: As this seemsto be alenethy 

communication, without being read further, I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 


clude in hi 


I hope the gentleman will in- 
tion that to print. 
that it should be before the House in a printed 
form. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
that to re fer. 

The communication was then referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


It is necessary 


lude the motion in 


I will in¢ 





March 13, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. HUNT. [ask the unanimous consent of 


the Houseto make a personal explanation 
ye ; ‘9 


[Cries of **Go on!’’ **Go on! 


There was no objectic yn, an id Mr. Hr NT pro- 
ceeded to say: 


Be S peak r,a debate of a personal char: eter, 
ty artic _ ated , took place in the Commit 

, da Whole, when we were last imi 1 
hi ve risen, sir , to correct, in substance e, the report 
of it publish ed in the Globe of ee la The 
report abounds in errors; and is, I trust cada ~ 
iol ally on the part of the reporters, partial and 
unjust towards me, and attributes to mea style of 
expression entirel ly foreign to myc haracter. Sut [ 
shall look only to what I deem material in it. [ft 
omits an offensive part of the language used b ry the 
honorable member from Indiana, and presents his 
eae so modified and softened as almost to give 
an air of captiousness to the just exception | felt 
it my duty to make on the occasion. In conform- 
ity with a determination not to submit toany mis- 
representations of my conduct, I will now make 
the necessary corrections. 

The honorable member from Indiana chareed 
the honorable member from Maryland with hav- 
ing declared that he would mould the sentiments 
of his constituents, and not be moulded by their 
sentiments. The honorable member from Ma iry- 
land endeavored to turn aside animadversion, b y 
saying, ** Not exactly.’? But the honorab le mem- 
ber persisted in holding him to the expression— 
and continued, ‘*The gentleman may mould the 
sentiments of his curly-heads; but thank God I repre- 
sent a consti ituency that does not require five men to 
count as three;”? and eulogized his constituents, and 
spoke these words with bitterness and scorn, | 
felt the language so uttered offensive to me, and 
to every Representative on this floor of a slave- 
hole ling constituency, and I excepted to it as out 
of order; and, in the course of the remarks I made 
to the Chair, I stated whatit was. The honorable 
member from Indiana then declared that he did 
not cast any aspersions on members from slave- 
holding communities; but that he was replying 
only to the member from Maryland. Excited and 
dissatisfied, in common with, I believe, a majority 
of the House, at the bearing and laneunee of 
the member, | claimed a right to reply to him. 
My friend from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.t,] who was 
in the chair, anxious to prevent strife, and mis- 
taking, | think, the application of the technical rule, 
in the case where the remark of the honorable 
member from Indiana had been allowed to pass 
without check, decided that I had no right to ad- 
dress the House. I respectfully took an appeal, 
which was sustained by a majority of the House 
present. Seeing the House in a state of ferment 
and confusion, | contented myself with remarking 
that | would pursue the matter no further, consid- 
ering the action of the House as a sufficient rebuke 
of the honorable member from Indiana. To this 
the honorable member made a reply, which I did 
not hear, - which, on inquiry from my place, 
I was told, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Dawsow,] did not reflect personally on me. 

On Saturday, sir, I read the report I have 
spoken of. I desire to call the attention of the 
honors able member from Indiana to the concluding 
remark in it, imputed to him: 

‘¢ | will say to the gentleman from Louisiana, that if he in- 
tends to apply the term ¢ rebuked’ to me forany sentiment 
I have uttered [laugh it to scorn! Yes, Mr. Chairman,to 
scorn! [have uttered no expression intended to disparage 
inembers upon this floor representing bond or free ternitory. 


I now call upon the honorable member from In- 
diana to state whether he used the language of 
scorn and defiance personally and to me. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to make a 
ersonal explanation. 

Mr. HUNT. I beg that the gentleman will 
direct his voice this way, for I lost what hes aid 
on a former occasion. 

Mr. LANE. I will endeavor to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman shall make his exple 
nation ? 

[Cries of ** Yes!’’ ** Yes!” 

Mr. LANE. I had hoped that this personal 
explanation would have taken place when the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Sorrers} was 


present; but as the gentleman from Louisiana has 
chosen to bring it forward now, I will, of course, 
































































respond. I have understood, I will say to the 
eman from Louisiana Mr. Huwnr,] that the 
eman from Maryland [Mr. Soirers] is quite 

k i | had hoped that this personal explana- 

t j would have been postponed until we had 


heard further in reference to his condition. 
esire. in the first place, Mr. Speaker, to make 
d re, t! i ty 
a veneral statement to this House. [am no ad- 
= / 


vocale of slavery. lam no slavery propagandist 


yet my history will prove that I have gone as 


ar, and will go as far, judging t.om that history, 
to maintain the cor stitutional rights of gentlemen 
representing slave States upon this floor, and 
maintaining the constitutional rights of their con- 
stituents. I will goas far in doing them justice in 
sustaining their constitutional rights as any man. 
I hail from a State that occupies the summit of the 
conservative position—the State of Indiana, the 
State of my birth, has said again and again that it 
knowsno East, no West, no North, no South—that 
knows nothing but the Union, and the rights of the 
people of each and every State under the Constitu- 
tion. I say that my history will prove that | have 
rone as far, and am willing to go as far, in sus- 
taining the rights of the South, the rights of every 
State of this Union, as any man upon this floor, 
or elsewhere. I know no difference between north- 
ern and southern States. [ shall know no differ- 
ence. Brethren all—all interested in perpetuating 
the harmony and integrity of this Union. I shall 
go as far as any of you in trampling out agitation 
in the North, and as faras any of you in trampling 
out agitation in the South, which is calculated to 
disturb the harmony of the Union. 

So much for generalities. Now, as to this dis- 
cussion. Ido not see how I can refer to this dis- 
cussion without the presence of the gentleman 
from Marylane. I do not see how I can do it, 
and vet I am compelled to, as the House will 
discover. The gentleman from Maryland, as the 
members will remember, was speaking of the in- 
fluence of claims agents upon members of this 
House. When I heard him I stepped across the 
area, and called the attention of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to the sentiment 
expressed by the gentleman, and desired that he 
would respond. I kindly and courteously, as I 
thought, interrupted the gentleman from Maryland, 
and asked him to correct his remarks, that is, I 
salled his attention to them. His response to me 
was, that [ wanted to gain notoriety with him, 
and that he would teach me a lesson of wisdom. 
And what wasthat lesson? Why, that he would 
teach me to mould the opinion of my constituents, 
and not to be moulded by them. ‘That was the 
retort to me of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Sorters.] He said that playfully. The re- 
mark was a playful one; and I so considered it. 
My retort was likewise a playful one. If thegen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunr] understood 
it otherwise he misunderstood it, and was mis- 
taken. It wasa playful remark. What was the 
retort? The gentleman from Maryland tried to 
teach me a lesson from wisdom; and what was 
my retort? That the gentleman from Maryland 
must be mistaken about moulding the opinion of 
his constituents; and referred playfully to the pre- 
sumption that he must have intended to allude to 
that portion of his constituency which required 
five to count three. It wasa playful remark; and 
it was neither intended to be offensive to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland nor to any other gentle- 
man on this floor. 

The gentleman from Louisiana arose in his seat 
and complained of my remarks. Now, I ask 
every member of this House to look at my expla- 
nation in answer to his [Mr. Hunr’s] complaint. 
Is it not full, perfect, complete, ample? My re- 
sponse was, that I did not intend to disparage Rep- 
resentatives on this floor of either bond or free ter- 
ritory. Could I gofurther? Wasitnotas ample 
as | could possibly have made it? The centleman 
from Louisiana will bear in mind that I pressed as 
hard as any gentleman on Mis: floor that the gen- 
tleman from Maryland as well as himself—the 
gentieman from Louisiana—should be heard. It 
was then in the confusion that | heard the word 

rebuke’’ applied to me from the mouth of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. What was mv re- 
sponse when I heard that word “rebuke?” It 
was that I laughed it to scorn. 

Sir, I do not admit that the gentleman from 
Louisiana, or any other gentleman on this floor, 
has the right to ** rebuke’? me—the power, the au- 


istence ef such right And tet me say here, ‘ 
kindness, to the gentleman from Louisiana, that 
his reported remark is, | think, as u to me 
my remark to him. There is no difference be 
tween us in that respect. His remark was 

the House had, by their vote, vindicated the Cor 
stitution and rebuked me. Now what are the 
facts? | was as loud as any member of that com 


mittee in the expression of my desire to hear these 
rentiemen, |Messrs. Hunt and Soivers.) and my 
colleagues voted with the majority on that occa 
sion—Il myself did not vote on either side. lt 
seemed to me that if any gentleman was rebuked 
by that vote it was the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
Campse.t_,] who was chairman of the commit- 
tee; and | know that it was not intended as a 
rebuke to him, nor was it Intended as a rebuke to 
any one. 1 repeat, sir, that I think that this very 
remark, as reported of the gentleman from Louis- 
lana, iS as unjust to me, as it is untrue in tact. 

And now, Mr Speaker, I reiterate that the en- 
tire discussion, on my part, was a playful one. It 
was not intended to be offensive to the gentleman 
from Maryland; and if the gentleman from Lou 
isiana did not intend to apply the term ‘* rebuke ”’ 
to me, then my response to him is not oflensive, 
because what I said was this: 

*T will say tothe gentleman from Louisiana that if he 
intends to apply the term ‘ rebuke’ to me for any sentiment 
I have uttered, [ laugh itto scorn; yes, Mr. Chairman, to 
scorn I have uttered no expression intended to disparage 


members upon this floor representing bond or free terri 
tory.”? 


That is the report, and I can only repeat, in 
conclusion, that l do nat acknowledge the right of 
any gentleman upon this floor to rebuke me. It 
cannot be that he has any such power or authority. 
If the gentleman from Louisiana did not intend to 
apply that term to me I did not intend to apply to 
him the terms which I used. If he did, if he 
chose to assume that authority, | deny his au- 
thority, as my language plainly indicates. If, on 
the contrary, he presumed to utter such a term, 
I now stale in reply to his question, that I did intend 
the language used by me on Friday last, to apply in 
response to the remark made by him on that occasion. 
He is to be the judge as to the application. 

Before I take my seat, I will say, in conformity 
with a request which has just been handed me, 
that although Mr. Souuers is quite sick, he is 
better than he has been. 

Mr. HUNT. [ am sorry for the sickness of 
Mr. Souuers, but cannot, for the life of me, see 
how that circumstance can affect a question be- 
tween the genileman from Indiana [Mr. Lane] 
and myself, as to his intention to use the language 
of defiance and scorn towards me 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interrupting. ) 
I was not present when the gentleman from Indiana 
made his remark in reference to the health of Mr. 
Souvers, and being fearful that this rumor might 
reach his family, causing unnecessary apprehen- 
sion, I think it proper to say that there is no 
ground for such a rumor as has reached the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

I saw Mr. Sotiers yesterday. He boards at 
the same house with me. Although he was quite 
sick yesterday morning he is much better, and at 
no time has he been in such a condition as to ex- 
cite appreher sion. 

Mr. LANE. {f am very glad to hear the expla- 
nation of the gentleman. I was informed, after 
I came into the House this morning, of the rumor 





which I stated. 


Mr. HUNT. The gentleman commenced his 
remarks with some genera! 
and took occasion to laud the State of Indiana for 


ities, as he called them, 


her honor and patriotism, ar d for her respect for 
the Constitution of the United States. Sir, this 
vindication, if it is to be called such, was not 
broucht forth by any remarks I had made. I said 
nothing of Indiana, or of any other State in this 
Union. The course I pursued was strictly in de- 
fense of southern States from the remarks of the 
gentleman from Indiana, reflecting on the constit- 
uency of those States, and wounding my sensibil- 
ities 


and the sensibilities of every gentleman rep- 
resenting as laveholding constituency. 

The gentleman now says that his retort was a 
playful one. Sir, upon my word, I never was 
more astounded since I was born. It was con- 
sidered in quite a contrary light by every gentle- 


|} man around me. The offense was general, and 
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t! ere WAS A ene ] ma ry} on Ive ry one near 
e,.a dg, leed ! ne whoie Hy se, re- 
sé ted it s | gid: and l ve | ut s xe the 
re iw of every ze nan of ty both North 
t = th W » he ird l ret ark , a d WW nessed 
er of them Hi nanner was biting and 
rnfol, his brow was knitted, and there was a 
rdonie play of his features, which indicated 
plainty and broadly that the sentiment he ut ered 
a not proceed from a iyful heart 
He says now that the remarks were uttered 
playfully. Really, sir, we live in such a strange 
world, and men play such fantastic tricks, that it 
is within the range of possibility that the gentleman 
intended to be } lavful ] hone . } owever, in con- 
sideration of the feelings of those with whom he 
is associated upont floor, that he w hereaf 
ibstain from the induleence of this extraor nary 
species of p iv, Which carries pain to t ie bosom 


of his fellow-members 


This is a matter which does not involve the 
character of Indiana, which no one has assailed, 
but the particular conduct of the gentleman from 
Indiana himself on a particular occasion. He has 
removed what was understood to be the graramen 
of the offense. He stated that he had said nothing 


| nothing 


to call forth my remarks, and having s 
to call them forth, he cor sidered my comment as 
entirely unjustifiable, and that he, therefore, only 


replied to a remark of rebuke from me which 


had no foundation for its justification and support. 
Am I to sit silent, and hear sentiments expressed 
on this floor which every one felt as aspersing the 
character and the honor of the constituency | rep- 
resent, and not respond in appropriate ul uave 
of indignation and censure But the gventleman 
now declares solemniv, after deliberation, that his 
remarks were made entirely in a | vful mood. 
The rule of honor is, in these cases, to receive as 


true the assertions of an adversary. I must, there- 
fore, receive what the gentleman says now as in 
earnest, hoping that hereafter he will be careful 
not to indulge in that kind of playfulness which 
resembles very much that of the cat when it 
pounces upon the mouse. 

Sir, | am not captious. I am aman of honor, 
that would rather die than wound, without just 
cause, the feelings of another; but Lam a man of 
sensibility, and so long as | have a voice to speak 
or an arm to raise, [ will never submit to an affront 
in this place or any other. 


“Pl right my wrong where it is given, 


Were it even in the court of Heaven 

I now dismiss this matter, satisfied that I have 
been borne out inmy whole course, from the com- 
mencement to the end of this discussion, with the 
approbation of every man of honor on this floor 
from the North and the South. 

WILLIAM CARR LANE. 
The SPEAKER stated the first business in or- 


der to be upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Mitxer,] lying over from last Mon- 
day, to suspend the rules for the purpose of in- 


troducing a resolution in reference to paying the 
contestant from New Mexico perdiem and mileage. 
a llows: 


It was read by the Clerk, as fo 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to pav 
to William Carr Lane, who has contested the seat of José 
Fmanual Gallegos, the Delegate tf 1 New Mevico, the per 
diem and mileage allowed the De gate from said ‘T's rritory 
from the commencement of this session up to this d 


Mr. EDGERTON. Is the resolution fore 
the Ho ise? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The motion is to 
suspend the rules 


Mr. MILLER. I desire, with the consent of 


the House, that the yeas and nays may be with- 
drawn upon this motion, and that the matter may 
be referred to the Committee on Ele Hons 

Mr.dONES, of Tennessee. | ct. Weare 
just a@—ell prepared to decide tl iestion now 
is after the Committee on Ele iona | e rep ted 
upon tt. 

Ihe resolution was again reported. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to suspend the rules, and the result was-—yeas 70). 
nays 110; as follow 

Y FAS—Mees Willie Allen, Applete Reneon, Ren 
ton, Campbell, Caruther ( : .f ’ ( ( vin, 
Crocker, John G. Davis. Daw rn. D iD Dis 
nev. Dunbar, Fastman, Eddy. ! 1 Edmar ving, 
Farley. Franklin, Giddings, G r . ere (srev, 
Aaron Harlan. Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Henr lowe, 
Hunt, Kerr, Knox, Lindley, Met h, MeDouvuegall, 
Mace. Matteson, Middleswarth, J (; Miller Mor 
gan, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pennington Pring Puryear, 
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Ready. Riehardson, David Ritchie, Rogers, Sage, Sapp, 
Seward ingieton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan 
tw tration, John L. Taylor, Upham, Walley, Warren, 
I hu Bo Washburne, iscael Washburn, John Wentworh, 
Tap; 1 Wentworth, Yates, and Zolheotfer—70 
NA Mi A\ikin, James ¢ Allen, Thomas H 

a Bank Bark-dale, Belcher, Bissell, Bocock etireck 

it ridge Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chamberlain, 
( t Chrisman, Churchwell, Chaoagman, Cobb, Cox, 
( ( um, Thomas Davis, Dean, Dent, De Watt, 
Dowdell, Drum, Edmundson, Elliot, Ellison, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fuller, Goode, Green, Grow, Hamil 

tor mpseon \V Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, Hiester, 
He ! Hughes, logersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
Gieorge W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones. Roland Jones, Kidwell, 
Kurtz, Leteher, Lilly. Lindsley, Lyon, MeMullin, McNair, 
Metiucen, Macy, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Olds, 
Andrew Oliver, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phillips, 
Pow Pratt, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ru , Babin, Seymour, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sim 

mons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, George W. 


Snodgrass, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Ste 


ven Straub, Andrew Start, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
‘Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Westbrook, 
Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright 110, 
So (two thirds not having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were not suspended, 
\ message from the Senate was received by the 
hands of Aspury Dickins, its Secretary, inform- 


ing the Elouse that it had passed bills of the Sen- 


ate of the following titles, in which be was in- 
tructed to ask the concurrence of the Hlouse: 
An act (No. 247) to constitute Keokuk and 


, in the State of lowa, ports of delivery. 
' 


n No 157) to enable the United States to 
make use of the solar compass in the public sur- 
vey 

Also, informing the House of the passage of 
ndry private bills. ] 

BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 
The SPEAKER stated the business next in 


order to be a motion of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hisparp,| lying over from last 
Mond iv, to 


sUspe nd the rules for the purpose of 


introducing a resolution relative to changes in the 
bounty land laws 
‘The resolution was read, and is as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in 
ructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
lawesin relation to bounty lands, that whenever an applicant 
for bounty land under any act shall die, or may have died, 
alter filtog tn the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 
h pplication, and evidence sufficient to substantiate the 
sane, betore the issue of any warrant thereon, the heirs of 
ich applicant shall be entitled to receive a warrant for the 
ine amount ot jand that the deceased would have been 


entitied to if living 

Che question was put, and (two-thirds having 
in the affirmative) the rules were suspended. 

Phe resolution was then introduced, and the 
question having been taken, it Was adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
is not the day for calling the States for resolu- 
tior : 

The SPEAKER. 
N nfes 


It is the day for calling the 
for resolutions, and they are in order from 
the ‘Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. lL call for the regular 
order of business, and I hope the rules will be ad- 


hered to, 
RELIEF FOR SAN FRANCISCO RESCUERS. 
Mr. CHANDLER. TIrise for the purpose of 


iv 


aski the unanimous consent of the House to 
sulbmit a motion thet the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the joint resolution which 
I had the honor to submit, and which was refer- 
red there some two months since, for the relief of 
the San Francisco rescuers. 
with a view of considering the joint resolution 
now. I think for our credit it is time that we 


should take up the matter and dispose of it in | 


pome way. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. 


ceed with the call of the States for resolutions. If 


i understand it, the gentleman will have right | 
to make that motion when the State of insyl- | 


vania shall be called. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois object to the motion ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling me to submit the 
motion, 

The question was put; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 103, noes 30. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to call for 
the yeas and nays? 


The SPEAKER. It is in order. 


I desire to ask if this | 


I make the request | 


I hope we shall pro- 


Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to state to the House 
that Lam sure they would notdischarge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
ift——— 

The SPEAKER. not in order. 
Does the gentleman from Virginia demand the yeas 
and nays? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ido. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 
twenty-two members having voted there 


Discussion is 


for. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirmative) 
the rules were suspended. 

The question recurred upon the motion to dis- 


charge the Committee of the Whole on the state } 


of the Union from the consideration of the 
resolution referred to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
discharge the committee? 


ont 


} 


Can a majority 
The J int resolution 
makes an appropriation, | believe; and it must, 
therefore, under the rules, have its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 
the 


m ide. 


The motion just made was to suspend 
to enable a motion to discharge to be 
Now, will it not require a vote of two 
thirds to discharge the committee? 

The SPEAKER. If the joint resolution con- 
tains an appropriation, it will requirea vote of two 
thirds to have it considered in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The effect of this vote 
would be to bring the bill before the House for 
con sideration. 

The SPEAKER. A majority can discharge 
the committee, but it wilh require a vote of two 
thirds to consider and pass the joint resolution in 
the House. 

Mr. EWING. I would ask the Chair if a vote 
of two thirds has not already been obtained ? 
The SPEAKER. 


discharge. 


! 
ruies 


To submit the motion to 


tion to be considered in committee has not 


been 
suspended. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
the question now ? 
TheSPEAKER. The question of discharging? 
Mr. McMULLIN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. 
is in order. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I am perfectly satisfied 
that the House is acting under a misunderstand- 
ine in reference to this matter. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
Chair if all questions are not debatable upon 
which debateis not prohibited by some rule of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remem- 
ber any rule havinga bearing upon that particular 
point, and is of the opinion that a proposition to 


it 
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The rule requiring the joint resolu- | 


Is it in order to discuss | 


The Chair doubts whether | 


discharge the committee is debatable, just as a | 


proposition to commit a bill is debatable. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I regret that this question 
has been sprung npon the House at this time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
der. If debate arises upon this motion does it 
not fo over? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The rules have 
been suspended that would have required it to go 
over, 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The rules were suspended 
for the introduction of the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The rules were suspended 
for the purpose of presenting the proposition to 
discharge the committee, and of considering the 
propriety of that discharge. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. IT wish to inquire if 
there is anything before the House after the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to sus- 
pend the rules has prevailed ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion before the House 
is to discharge the Committee of the Wholeon the 
state of the Union from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. TAYLOR. From the joint resolution, and 
to put it upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is merely 
to discharge the committee from the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution; and the Chair 
decides that the propriety of so discharging the 
committee may be discussed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I thought the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHanpier] was entitled to the 
floor upon that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania did notclaim the floor at all, or he would || 


have been entitled to it. 


I rise to a question of or- | 
1 
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; = : . 
Mr. CHANDLER. Have [a right to discy 
the question? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania waived his right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not waive the ric} 
if the question is open to discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state that 
the gentieman did waive his right, because he did 
not even claim the floor until the gentleman from 
Virginia had commenced his speech. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair will understand 
that I did not mean to contradict him. If I have 
lost my right to the floor I yield with pleasure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only means to 
say that the gentleman lost his right by not claim- 
ing itin season. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the decision of 
the Chair with great pleasure. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. It is not my purposenow, 
or atany other time, to trespass upon the time of 
the House or to transgress its rules. | desire, 
therefore, at the outset to know if it is competent 
for me to discuss the merits of the proposition from 
the consideration of which it 1s proposed to dis- 
charge the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia may refer to the character of the bill for the 

| purpose of showing that it should be considered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It will be remembered, Mr, 
Speaker, that some time since a joint committee of 
the two Houses was raised, for the purpose of 
taking into consideration the meritorious conduct 
of the officers and crew of those vessels who res- 
cued our suffering citizens who were aboard the 

| San Francisco. I had the honor of being appointed 

| one of its members. After various sessions, it 
made a report to this body which, | flatter myself, 

| whenever itcomes to be understood by gentlemen, 
will be most certainly voted down. 

| ‘The committee has recommended that medals 
shall be voted to the officers and crews of the three 
vessels wko rescued our citizens as stated, and to 
that I make no objection. I think that itis due 
from this Government to those distinguished and 
brave officers and crews that they should not only 
receive gold medals, butalso a vote of thanks from 

| this National Legislature. 

sut, Mr. Speaker, the committee has not stopped 
there. It has gone further It has recommended 

| the appropriation of $100,000, and it is to that por- 
tion of the report to which I| particularly invite 
the attention of the House. It has recommended, 
I repeat, that $100,000 shall be placed in the hands 
of the President of the United States to be dis- 
tributed between the officers and crews of the ves- 
sels which have been referred to. I ask members 
to take notice of this important fact. Tohse offi- 
cers and crews have been already amply rewar‘led 
for their services, not by this Government, but by 
its citizens. They have received a vast amount of 
money. I have a memorandum of the amount in 
| my desk, but I have not the time now to refer 
| to it. 

My purpose now is to ask the House not to 
discharge the Committee of the W hole on the state 
| of the Union from the further consideration of the 
subject, so that when it shall be proper to go into 
a discussion of the merits of the question I may 
have time to satisfy the House, which I flatter 
myself I can do, that the report of this joint com- 
mittee ought not to be adopted. If Congress adopt 
the report of that committee what will be the ef- 
fect? As to the $100,000, it does not amount to 
a drop in the bucket compared with what is to be 
the result hereafter. The effect will be to throw 
the entire commercial marine upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the way of paying 
for all patriotic and praiseworthy acts in rescuing 
citizens from wrecks. It is a dangerous prece- 
dent that is proposed to be set. Has it been the 
policy of this Government heretofore, is it the 
policy of this Government now, to make the en- 
tire commercial marine depend upon it, or upon 
the bounty, charity, and liberality of the commer- 
cial districts of the country? I repeat, that these 
officers and crews have already, as I shall be pre- 
pared to show at the proper time, received ample 
remuneration for their acts of patriotism and hu- 
manity, which, I admit, deserve the grateful 
thanks of the American Government and the 
American people. I would beg the gentleman from 
|| Pennsylvania (Mr. Cuanpier] not to press the 
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consideration of this question. I had not expected 
that the House would have, by a vote of two 
thirds, agreed to discharge the committee from 

further consideration of the subject. This sub- 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, where I supposed it 
would have been fully and amply discussed. The 
quesuion having been sprung upon me thus unex- 
pectedly, | beg the House now not to discharge 
the committee from the further consideration of the 
sulject, and at the proper time I shall endeavor to 
satisfy the House that the report of the committee 
ought not to be adopted by this House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to reply, Mr. 
Speaker, in a very few words, Jo the remarks of the 
honorablegentleman from Virgima,[Mr.McMct- 
LIN,| who was a co-laborer with me on that com- 
mittee; and | cannot forbear expressing my regret 
that he should have used the term of * spring- 
ing’? this motion on the House. Why, sir, as 
early as about the 12th of January last this com- 
rittee was appointed, and in two weeks afterwards 
it reported to this House. Awaiting with all re- 
spect for the feelings of gentlemen opposed to it 
to be manifested, | proceeded, two weeks after this 
report was presented to the House, to move its 
consideration, and the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia requested that | would grant him another 
week to prepare himself for opposition to it, as he 
was about leaving the city, with which request | 
at once complied. Well, Mr. Speaker, this, like 
many other good antentions which we make, has 
crown old without fulfillment on our hands; and 
now, after two months’ waiting, we are charged 
with ‘* springing ’’ this motion on the House, and 
we are told that at a proper time we shall havea 
discussion of this important question. 

Sir, what is the proper time for the Congress of 
the United States to consider of its duties to others? 
W hat is the proper ume for any man, or any con- 
gregation of men, to consider and discuss what 
they owe, and how they will discharge their debt 
of gratitude to their benefactors? There is notime 
like the present. And as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia proceeded in his remarks to consider the 
question which he should have asked to be brought 
before the House, | presume that | havea right to 
follow him in the discussion of this question; and 
that | am the more willing to do because | was the 
chairman of the committee to which this subject, 
on the part of the House, was referred; and it 
therefore becomes me, if I should not be able to 
justify the act which we ask this Congress to per- 
form, at least to excuse and explain the motives 
through which that act is recommended to the 
House. And, Mr. Speaker, I shall take care thatin 
this matter my feelings shail not get the better of 
my judgment, though [ confess that my judgment 
in relation to it has been formed from the feeling 
which the heroism of those persons whom we ask 
Congress to reward has excited, and my hopes 
rest upon the conviction which I entertain of the 
proper feeling and judgment of this House in this 
matter. 

Sir, it has been said, disparagingly, that $100,000 
are to be appropriated as a reward to the rescuers 
of our shipwrecked citizens on the San Francisco, 
if this report be adopted. The honorable gentle- 


man (Mr. McMutttx] knows perfectly well— | 


though this House may have forgotten—that that 
sum is the maximum which the President of the 
United States is empowered to give for this ora 
like purpose, if, on inquiry, he should find any 
person peculiarly worthy of his consideration. 
The committee to whom this matter was referred, 
although it did possess some means of obtaining 
information in regard to the services of those who 
assisted on that perilous occasion, did not feel 
that it could enter properly into all those particulars 
which beseemed such a question, and the perform- 
ance of such an important service; and the com- 
mittee has therefore—with great propriety, I think 
—referred the settlement of such a matter to the 
I resident of the United States. They have thus 
referred it, because, as the Executive officer, he 
might claim a part of the pleasure of discharging 
the daty which we are undertaking; and in so 
referring it to the President of the United States, 
we give a larger nattonality to the expression of 
our gratitude. 

For my own part, I confess that I have been in- 
duced to vote for that in the committee*for other 
reasons. He possesses the means of bringing 
together the information which could be acquired 


in no other way, and thus be enabled to form a 
correct judgment upon it. 

But there is another motion, peculiar, I think, 
which should be quoted upon this occasion. The 
President of the United States is himself a man 
of sorrow and acquainted with this kind of grief. 
He can comprehend well what would be the feel- 
ings of those whose hearts have been crushed by 
such a calamity, and how others have been bene- 
fited, though he could not be, by the interposition 
of benevolence and heroism upon such an occasion. 
Therefore itis that I think it meet and appropriate 
that the President should be made the organ of 
our action. 

The gentleman (Mr. McMc uy] suggests that 
the sum is large. | say again, sir, that | suppose 
itis large, and will be large, but the maximum 
only is presented. If we consider the services 
pertormed, I, for one, should be ashamed if the 
sum were not large. Sir, the sufferings were great, 
the risks were great, and the deliverance of our 
friends and fellow-citizens was truly great. There- 
fore | think, whatever form of expression we use 
in regard to it, should bear something of greatness 
upon it. I cannot tell what would be the estimate 
which the gentleman from Virginia would make 

Mr. RICHARDSON, (interrupting.) I would 
inquire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, what 
the particular necessity is of urging this bill out 
of its usual course, and putting it upon its passage 
now? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the gentleman does not 
seeit, | am afraid | shall not be able to enlighten 
him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am afraid the gen- 
tleman himself does not see it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the gentleman does not 
perceive that the expression of gratitude looses 
its force by the lapse of time, | shall not be able 
to make him understand the necessity of urging 
this matter. Yet if the House will name a day 
this week, or next week, for its consideration, | 
will cheerfully consent to such an arrangement. 
But still I think on the whole we had better dis- 
pose of the matter now. I have but a few more 
remarks to make. 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish to say that I hope the 
House will dispose of this subject to-day. It will 
consume more and more time the longer it is de- 
layed. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will allow me to say that we ought 
to have had his resolution, for which he moved a 
suspension of the rules, read. It seems to me 
that we have now nothing tangible before us. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania moved to suspend the rules to enable him 
to introduce a resolution to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consider- 
ation of the joint resolution relative to the relief 
of sufferers by the disaster of the steamship San 
Francisco. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would ask that the resolu- 
tion be read. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be, and the same is hereby, discharged from 
the further consideration of joint resolution of the House, 
(No 16,) and that the same be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanper} 
that that is not the motion upon which the House 
was called to act. To prevent any misunderstand- 
ing, it is necessary that we understand each other 
and each step that is takén in this matter. The 
Chair, in recognizing the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, understood that he 
moved a suspension of the rules, in order to ena- 
ble him to submit a motion, that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration. of the 
resolution, and that it did not embrace its consid- 
eration before the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Should 1 not be entitled 
to make the motion for its consideration after the 
vote which has been taken? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would be en- 
titled to make that motion after the resolution has 
come into the House. The Chair thinks it his 
duty to notify the gentleman and the House as to 
any misunderstanding which ts likely to occur. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is notthe resolution now 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House. 
The Chair again states as he understood the gen- 
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tleman from Pennsylvania, that the motion made 
by him did not embrace the proposition to con- 
sider the resolution in the House. It is compe- 
tent for the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the fur- 
ther consideration of a joint resolution for the pur- 
pose of recommitting to a committee, or with the 
intention, on the part of the mover, when the 
committee are discharged from its further consid- 
eration, to move a suspension of the rules, which 
require all bills and resolutions that contain ap- 
propriations of money to be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
It is not for the Chair to determine what the pur- 
pose of the gentleman from Pennsyivania was, ex- 
ceptas expressed by the motion which he made, 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
‘The Chair holds 


that it is competent to discharge the committee 


consideration of the resolution. 


from the further consideration of the resolution; but 


embracing, as it does,en appropriation of money, 


he decides, under another rule—the resolution 
being before the House—that unless the rules be 
suspended it would have to go to the committee. 
Sull the Chair holds that it would be competent to 
recommit it 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I would 
suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
he move the previous question, and so get rid of 
this matter 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish simply to say, 
that I think we should progress in our business 
very pleasantly if we could dispose of this sub- 
ject now. I presume every gentleman here has 
made up his mind in regard to it. I therefore 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
The SPEAKER. Thegq iestion now ts, ** Shal 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further consideration 

of the resolution now under consideration ?”’ 

The question was then taken; and,-a division 
being had, there were—ayes 79; noes not counted. 

So the committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 1 desire to 
move the previous question upon the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would inquire of the 
Chair if the rules must be suspended to enable 
the House to consider the resolution now ? 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution, cor- 
taining as it doesan appropriation, cannot be first 
considered in the House without a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move then to suspend 
the rule requiring measures containing appropri- 
ations to be first considered in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union so far as this 
joint resolution is concerned. 

The question was put; and 76 rose in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. DEAN. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I demand tellers upon the 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vai and 
CAMPBELL were appointed, 

Mr. OLDS. 1 should like to ask the Chair a 
question. I understand that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union has been dis- 
charged from the consideration of this resolution, 
Now, suppose the House does not suspend the 
rule requiring it to be considered in committee, 
what will become of the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It will then be competent for 
the House to recommit it, to refer it to another 
committee, or if they fail to dispose of it in any 
such way it must be returned to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 72; noes not counted. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I call for 
the recular order of the day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move th at the jornt res- 
olution be recommitted to the select committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. [ask the unanimous con- 
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ent of the House to enable me to report, from 
the elect committee upon that subject, **A bill to 
pre de for the est nent of railr land tele- 
graphic ¢ i wn between the Atlantic State 
and the Pacific ocean, id for other purpose 

Mr. BOC MOINS I « ject 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee I wis! to Inquire 
of the entler from California if he merely 
pr f to have the bill referred to the Commut- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 


Mr. McDOUGALL. 


That is my purpose. 


Mr. JONES If that is the rentleman’s pur- 
p e I do not object 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I eal! for 
the ree r order of business. ‘That will bring 
t these tyy)] ind resolutions, 

Che SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Vir. BOCOCK I do not withdraw it 

Mr. MceDOUGALL. I move to suspend the 
rule oO as to enable me to introduce the bill. 

The question was put; and, two thirds voting 
in fay r thereof, the rules were suspended. 

Ihe bill was then introduced, and read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Vir. MceDOUGALL I move that the rules be 

" 1, to enable me to move that the bill be 

referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 

e ofthe Ut mn, made the spe ml order for the 
second ‘Tuesday in May next, and printed. 

Mr HIAVEN I hope the Hlouse will not 
make th ball t ecial order. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Lceall for the yeas and 
nave on the motion to suspend the rule 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The second Tuesday in 
May | been named as the d ry for he consid 


on of this mexsure by the weneral consent of 


The Clerk pro eeded to call the roll. and several 


members answered to their names 

Mr. HOUSTON. TIrise, Mr. Speaker, to sug- 
rest to the gentleman from California - 

'T} e SPEAKER The ventleman from Ala- 
bama 1s too late. Discu ion is notin order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish, with 


unanimous consent of the tlouse, to make an 


maquiry of the eentleman from California, 


The SPEAKER. 


ofthe Lilo ise that the gventieman 


Is it the unanimous consent 
from Georgia be 
permitted to submit an Interrogatory to the ren- 
tleman from California 


t 
here wa no Hyer 





0 tion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 would inquire of the 
rentleman from California what time he proposes to 
make his bill the special order ? 

Vir. MeDOUGALL. The second Tuesday of 
May next, which will afford two months’ time for 
examination by members of the House into the 
provisions of the bill previous to its consideration 
nere 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to maku Y the measure proposed by th e 


gentleman the special order 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


for the time specified 


1 object to special orders. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
make the bill a special order as indicated; and it 
“ disagreed to, two thirds not voting in the 
affirmative—vyeas 116, nays 50; as follows: 

Y FAS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Bank Rarksdale, Belcher, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bis 
‘ Breckinridge, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, Caruther 
( tne in, Chase Chrisman, Churchwell, Cobh, Cook, 
Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, 
Dickinson, Disney, Dowdell, Drum, Dunbar, Eddy. Ed 
mands, Etliott, Eliison, Euglish, Ewing, Florence, Good 
rich, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Aadrew J. Harlan, Wiley 
P. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Hendricks, Henan, Hiester, 
Hill, lowe. Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Kerr 
Knox, Lamb, Lane, Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, Me 
Mullin, Mace, Macy, Matteson, John G. Miller, Smith Mil 
ler, Nichole, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Pen 


mogton, John Perkins, Phillips, 


Robbins, 


Phelps, Preston, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, 
we, Sapp, Shannon, Simmons, Singleton, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, Joon L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Tweed, 
Upham, Vail, Walbndge, Walley, Warren, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel] Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Yates, and Zollicoffer—116 


Riddle, 
Sabin, & 


Reese, 


NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, Aiken, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bocock, Brooks, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Clingman, 


Craige, Cullom, Cumming, Dent, Edmundson, 


Farley, 
Faulkner, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Aaron 


Harlan, 


Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hibbard, Houston, Ingersoll, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keit', 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, MeCulloch, McNair, McQueen, 


Maurice, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, Mor 
gan, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Bishop Perkins, Powell, 
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Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Skelton, 





George WV Smyth, Snodgrass, Tracy, Vansant, Wade, and 
W heeler—fl 

So the House refused to make the bil! a special 
order 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
committing the billto the Commiuttee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, and ordering it to be 
printed. If there be no objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no o yjyection; and the order was 
according ym ude. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a privi- 
leved question. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Who e on the state of the U Ion, al d ordered 
to be printed; and to lay the motion to reconsider 

on the 2. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HIRAM POWERS-——sTATUARY. 

Mr. HARRISON. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Elouse to introduce the followin vr Treso- 
lution, which is one merely of inquiry: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in 
structed to inquire into the expediency of purchasing from 
Hiram Powers, the great American sculptor, now residing 
1 Fiorence, Italy, some work art, commemorative of 
American genius and history, and of such kind and ehar 
icter as will be an appropriate embellishment of the Capitol 
ofthe United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. IT object to the intro- 


duction of the resolution, and eall for the recular 


order of business 


Mr. HTARRIUSON. I move to suspend the 
rules of the House, that the resolution may be 
introduced, 


The question was taken; and the rules were sus- 
pen led 
The re solution was then adented. 


CUBAN AGGRESSIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana A fter consult- 
ation with the other members of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, | ask the unanimous censent 
of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in 
structed toinquire and re portsuch action as may be neces 
sary and proper for Congress to enable the President of the 
United States to redress the outrages recently committed 
on the flag of the United States, and the persons and prop 
erty of its citizens, by the Spanish Government, or its 
officers, in Cuba, and to secure the United States from 


future danger or annoyance resulting from the action of the 
Spanish authorines 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would have no 
objection to that resolution being adopted but for 
the adoption of a resolution the other day, on mo- 
tion by the gentleman from Alabama, {[Mr. Put- 
Lirs,} calling on the President for information in 
reference to this subject. I think the resolution is 
somewhat objectionable. It assumes that an out- 
rage has been committed, of which we have at 
present no certain information; and therefore it is 
that | make objection to its consideration. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Why, sir, itis a 


| mere resolution of inquiry, and I do not see any 


point whatever in the objection offered to it by my 
friend from Kentucky. ; 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana is objected to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I move to suspend the 
rules of the House to admit it. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Will the Speaker 
direct the Clerk to report the resolution again, so 
that we may see whether it is debatable ? 

The resolution was accordingly read a second 
time. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, we in this part 
of the House could not hear what was said by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
{Mr. BAYLy » but, from the tenor of the remarks 
which we heard, we supposed that that committee 
had had perhaps some action on this subject. 
We are willing to do what may be deemed rea- 
sonable if the committee will only inform us what 
it is they desire. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] explain? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
on that point that my friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
Perkins} has offered a resolution of inquiry 
solely. Thatis all. He consulted the Commit- 

| tee on Foreign Affairs as to that point before he 
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[ see no objection that can 
It is purely a motion of inquiry. 

vir. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I desire to 
withdraw my objection to the resolution; and have 
merely to say, that my only motive in objecting to 
it was, that the gentleman from Alabama intro- 
duced a resolution making a call on the President 
of the United States for information on the sub- 
ect, which information | suppose the House wil} 
receive ina day or two; and that this resolution 
of the gentleman from Louisiana assumed—in ad- 
vance of the response of the President to the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Alabama—that an 
outrage had been committed. I consider this as- 
sumption premature; but if the Committee on 
Foren Affairs desire that the resolution now be- 
fore the House be offered 1 withdraw my objec- 
tion to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House to permit the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his objections to the resolution 
otfered by the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. DEAN. On that I ask for the yeas and 
nays 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I ask for tellers on 
the motion to suspend the rules; and I beg leave 
to say again to the House that this is merely a 
resolution of nquiry. ; 


The SPEAKER. 


offered his resolution. 
apply to it. 


The Chair would remark to 
the gentleman from Virginia that the yeas and 
nays have already been demanded on that qnes- 
tion, by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Dran.] 

Mr. DEAN. 
nays. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. DEAN. Then I withdraw my call for the 
yeus and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs on 
the demand for tellers, made by the gentleman from 
Virginia, on the motion to suspend the rule. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harats and 
VAIL were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 45, noes were not counted. 

So the rules were not suspended, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE here obtained the floor. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I will yield for a 
single moment, if 1 do not thereby lose my right 
to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize 
any bargain between members. 

Mr. LANE. I will not ask the floor if the 
House refuses to grant the motion I wish to make, 
and that is, that the third week in April be set 
apart for the consideration of territorial business. 

Mr. HAVEN. I object. I would do as much 
as any one to help the gentleman from Oregon, 
but L object to making special orders at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire 
whether the gentleman from Kentucky has yielded 
the floor? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have not. 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman will allow me to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman from New York? 
[Mr. Haven.] 

The SPEAKER. Both gentlemen cannot oc- 
cupy the floor at the same time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have not yielded 
the floor, and I now move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with a view to take up the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. 

The question was put; and there were, upon 
a division, ayes 90, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


I demand tellers on the yeas and 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. CrHanpter in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The first business in order 
before the committee is a Senate joint resolution, 
authorizing the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay 
the expenses of codifying and revising the rev- 
enue laws. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


If it be in order, I 








1854. 


move that that bill be laid aside, and that the 
House take up the deficiency appropriation bill. 


i 


Mr. GROW. I wish simply to cail the atten- 
tion of the committee to this bill. These codifiers 
have been at work ten months, and have not re- 
ceived acent of pay. Itis no more than just that 
this House should make appropriations to pay for 
work which they have ordered by law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would be very 
happy to yield to the gentleman; but I am under 
instructions, and I feel bound to make my motion 
that we lay aside the bill which has been read, 
and that we takeup the deficiency bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 1 will remark, 
in relation to the bill first in order upon the Calen- 
dar, and which has already been read, that it will 
not occupy over ten minutes. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The question is 
not upon passing over the bill in question, but it 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, that the committee will now proceed to the 
consideration of the deficiency bill. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE’s motion; and it was decided in the aflirm- 
ative. 

So the committee agreed to take up the 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with, and that it*be 
taken up and considered by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, 
that course will be pursued. 

The first section of the bill was then read, as 
follows: 

‘ Be it enacted, &c., That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby appropriated, to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1854, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, namely.”’ 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I move to amend by 
striking out the first section of the bill. 

Before the usual course of debate is commenced 
upon everything, I wish to say a few words in re- 
lat on to the bill now under consideration. After 
I have said a few words, | propose to yield the 
floor to gentlemen, who will take up other subjects, 
as usual, that have no reference to the bill now 
before the committee. 

A few days ago I submitted to this House a 
resolution, thatwhen the Committee of Ways and 
Means wished to change, in any respect, the esti- 
mates of the Government, that they should report 
to the House the reasons therefor in writing. Ob- 
jection was made to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion, which was a fair, reasonable request, as I 
thought, on my part. The six free States of the 
Northwest, it is well known, are entirely disfran- 
chised upon the Committee of Ways and Means. 
We have no voice there, and we cannot be heard 
in that committee. The Administration sent in 
estimates, from the different Departments, to this 
House, and those estimates, so far as I examined 
them, were perfectly satisfactory. The Adminis- 
tration were anxious to have those estimates of 
the Departments carried out by this House. 
Among these estimates there were some of vital 
importance to the northwestern States. I do not 
know the reasons which have actuated the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in striking out those 
estimates. They may have very good reasons for 
doing so. The majority of that committee belong 
to the same party to which I profess to belong. 

I would like to sustain a Democratic Adminia- 
tration; but when a Democratic Committee of 
Ways and Means are at war with a Democratic 
Administration upon matters of such importance 
to my section of the country, am I asking too 
much when I ask that the Committee of Ways 
and Means shall submit in writing their reasons 
for differing from the Administration? I have 
these estimates placed upon my desk—estimates of 
much importance to my constituents. I cannot 
be heard before that committee in reference to the 
necessity or propriety of these estimates; but in 
looking over the bill before the House I find these 
estimates have been stricken out. Stricken out 
for what reason? I understand—for I was not 
present myself at the time—that the main reason 
for defeating the first deficiency bill was tha. the 
House had voted in these estimates. 

I do not know what may have been the reasons 
causing that defeat, but I will say, as a matter of 
compromise to the Committee of Ways and 
Means~+-for I shall only trouble the committee but 
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a few moments longer—that if they will agree to 


put into the bill the estimates as they come from 
the Departments, ! will go with them in voting out 
of the bill everything that does not come recom- 
mended by some one of the Departments. 

Sir, I desire to stand by the Administration, 
and | desire that the Committee of Ways and 
Means shall aid me in doing so. But, sir, the 
estimates are here, and the Committee of Ways 
and Means have never told us why they have 
stricken them out of this bill. I think it is the 
right of the House—it would, in my opinion, add 
much to the peace and harmony of the country, 
it would add much to the confidence of the coun- 
try in the Committee of Ways and Means—if that 
Committee, whenever they strike out estimates 
presented by the Departments, will give their rea- 
sons therefor in writing. Let them, when they 
report an appropriation bill, have the estimates 
printed along with their reasons for striking them 
out. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to pass this 
deficiency bill, and I will sustain the chairman of 
the Gommittee of Ways and Means in pressing 
it to a vote at as early an houras possible. I will 
sit with him here as long as he chooses to finish 
the bill, if he will adopt this course and put in it 
the estimates coming from the Departments. But 
I must say that I shall go with those who will aid 
me in getting these estimates inserted in the bill. 

Now, sir, I will tell the House what I[ think is 
due to the Democratic party: If we, as a party, 
intend to stop the construction of certain public 
works—if we, as a party, undertake to say that 
such and such custom-houses shall not be com- 
pleted, or that such and such a marine hospital 
shall not be completed, is it not due to us that the 
Committee of Ways and Means shall bring in a 
bill providing for the sale of the sites and of the 
custom-houses themselves? What are we to do 
with them? Whatcan we do with them? They 
remain as a monument of—what? Are they a mon- 
ument of the policy of the Democratic party that 
they begin and will not finish? Is is not a mon- 
ument of the cowardice of the Democratic party, 
that they begin and will not finish, but are afraid 
to sell? 

Now, sir, | know it was used very strongly 
against Mr. Van Buren when he was President,that 
he ordered the sale of certain public works—that 
he ordered the timber and materials to be sold, 
thereby showing unmistakably that he did not in- 
tend to finish these public works. Butin this case 
we are entirely ignorant as to what is to be done 
with these custom-houses and marine hospitals. 
You will not complete them, and you will not bring 
forward any measure for their sale, and [ certainly 
hope that if these buildings are not to be com- 
pleted a bill will be brought into this House show 
ing to the country what our true policy is. Our 
policy must be either to complete these works or 
to sell them. 

1 do not intend to say anything about the par- 
ticular merits of these several custom-houses. I 
know nothing about any of them, except a very 
few. But if there are any of them that ought not 
to be completed [ think our friends on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means ought to point out 
which they are, and if there are any that ought 
to be completed they should say so. But let us 
know the ground upon which we stand. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | will avow this much in 
relation to the public works in the West. I will 
zo with the Committee of Ways and Means in 
inserting in their deficiency bill all the works for 
which the Department have put in estimates, and 
which they wish to have completed; and I will go 
with them, also, to keep out of the bill all those 
works which have not been heretofore provided 
for or authorized by law. I now yield the floor 
to those who have speeches to make for home 
consumption. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do not wish to 
detain the committee at this time upon this bill, 
but I feel it due to myself to say something in ref- 
erence to these appropriations which have been 
made for custom-houses, and especially in refer- 
ence to the proposition to make a long lease at a 
high price, with an alternative proposition to pur- 
chase the property for which the lease has been 
made, in the city of New York. | happen to knew 
something of the history of most of these appro- 
priations for custom-houses; and | beg leave to say 


| here, in my own vindication, that I have never |) 


| known laws more recklessiy violated t) 
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an all ef 


those laws have been. 


Many of these appropriations for the erection 
of custom-houses originated at the time ti was 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and in every one of them we put a provision 
requiring that such a plan should be adopted as 
that in no event would more money be expended 
than was then appropriated. if there is an ex- 
ception to that rule lam not aware of it We 
appropriated so much money, and we required in 
each of those cases that no more money should 
be expended than was appropriated. If anybody 
will look at the terms of those laws they will 
find that we left a margin for architects. As sen- 
sible men we knew very well that we could not 
define precisely what many of those b 
would cost. We left a margin, 
architects, and in those tills we invariably pro- 
vided that the expenditures should in no event 
exceed the appropriations made 


iidings 


therefore, for 


I think that in that matter tnere has been across 
disregard of the will of the Congress by the power 
that administers the distribution of this fund. I 
make noexception inany case. Wemade specific 
appropriations. We made acondition in those 
appropriations, which has been utterly disregarded 
in every case. 

But, sir, | think the most palpable disregard of 
the will of the Congress which has been made at 
all has been in respect to this question, which 
precisely arises in the case now before the com- 
mittee. I have not read the bill; but, if | under- 
stand it correctly, there is an appropriation to 
purchase the lots in Wall street, New York city, 
adj ining the custom-house there, for which up- 
wards of $500,000 are to be given. It was not 
the meaning of Congress, as | undertake to say 
from a pretty accurate knowledge of the views of 
the House on the subject, it was never the mean- 
ing of Congress that $500,000 were to be expended 
for the establishment of an assay office in New 
York city. Weallknow—you know, Mr. Chair- 
man—the contest that was had upon this 
that point. 


floor on 
We never designed that a Mint, with 
all its appliances, was to be built up in New York. 
The judgment of the House was against it. There 
was not a reason on the face of the earth which 
could address itself to a disinterested man in this 
body to bring him to the conclusion for the estab- 
lishment of a Mint there. You could, with one 
tithe of the interest on this very investment of 
$500,000, have sent every man’s gold from the 
city of New York to Philadelphia for coinage. 
[ think that all the gold which ever arrived in 
New York could have been sent to Philadelphia 
to be coined for $15,000. I speak after some little 
examination of this matter. [do not think that I 
am mistaken; and I say that the interest on the 
very money that is proposed to be given for those 
banking houses in New York, adjoining the cus- 
tom-house, would pay for carrying every man’s 
gold to Philadelphia, and insure transmission 
thereand back. lam quitesurethat lam not mis- 
taken in these facts. We were pressed on here, 
as all will recollect, to remove the Mint from 
Philadelphia to New York. 

My own opinion is now, as tt always has been, 
that there should be but one Mint in this country, 
as I believe there is but one Mint in any other 
country. 1 do not believe that in Russia, or in 
France, or in England, or anywhere else, there is 
more than one mint; and | would willingly vote 
this morning to abolish every one of your Mints, 
in Georgia and elsewhere, and would also vote to 
take the Mint from Philadelphia, and to locate it 
in the District of Columbia. 

I would do that upon principle, and not because 
I entertain any jealousy of the city of Philadelphia. 
I think there ought to be but one Mint in each 
nation, and that that Mint ought to be at the seat 
of Government. 

Sir, I am opposed, as I always have been, to 
the removal of the Mint from Philadelphia to New 
York; and I did suspect—as I now see that I truly 
and resonably suspected—that even in the estab- 
lishment of that assay office in the city of New 


\ 


York, a nucleus was to be made by which the 


coinage of money in the United State its legal 
coinage—was to be carried to Wal! street-—— 
Mr. FLORENCE, (interrupting Will the 


gentleman from Virginia allow me to call his at- 
tention to a fact which very forcibly applies to the 
subject he is discussing’ I mean the expense at- 
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tending the establishment of the assay office in the | 


New York? 

BAYLY. Oh, I understand all that. 
FLORENCE Sut let me say that I find 
lines 104-’5~—’6-’7-’8-’9 of the oth page of 
ficiency bill, that $46,400 is required to be 
appropriated to pay for the service of officers’ 


Mi 
Mr 


here in 


cit 


the de 


clerks and workmen in the assay office of New 
York. Forty-six thousand four hundred dollars ! 
This large appropriation of money may have 


been overlooked by the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr Baytry;| hence my desire to call his atten- 
tion particularly to it. That, in connection with 
the fact that all the bullion arriving in New York, 
to be either assayed or refined in that office, can be 
carried to Philadelphia at the cost of transporta- 
tion of only $15,000 a year is, in my judgment, a 
very important item for consideration atthis time; 
and | desire to have theconsent of the gentleman 
from Virginia to refer to this subject just at this 
poitin his remarks, because] consider it of great 
importance in support of his argument. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is 
perhaps a very pertinent point—as I have no 
doubt you will recognize it to be—for the gentle- 
man from Philadelphia to make—— 

Mr. FLORENCE, (resuming.) Well, now, 
that fact, takenin connection with this, that $53,000 
is also to be paid 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) But have noth- 
ing todo with the interests of Philadelphia or New 
York on this point. [(Laughter.] Nothing atall. 
I am looking at the matter in the light in which 
it concerns us all, all the citizens of the United 


states, 

Mr. FLORENCE. I only want to show that 
this assay office is an immense burden upon the 
‘Treasury; costing, as it does, $100,000 a year, or 
perhaps more, when less than one fifth the sum 
is sufficient for the purpose—— 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has shown that remarkably 
weil; and | am very much obliged to him for the 
assistance he has rendered mein the argument. 
Butit does not happen to touch the point of my 
argument atall. [Laughter. ] ; 

Sir, the whele question of these Mints is a ques- 
tion of Government patronage, and it has been so 
from the beginning. It has never been anything 
else than a question of Government patronage. 
There ought to be, | argue, but one Mint. There 
is no hardship in requiring the people of the 
country to carry their gold to the Mint. I admit 
here to-day—as | admitted some years ago—that 
so far as California is concerned, there was an ex- 
eption in the predicament in which that State 
ound herself. There was thelocality where most 
of the gold to be coined was collected. There was 
great propriety, therefore, in allowing, at least, an 
assay office there. I had no difficulty whatever 
in voting todo so. But there is no use forall these 
Mints. Whenever we have had propositions here 
to remove the Mint from Philadelphia to New 
York, they have been defeated. This proposition 
to purchase these houses adjoining the custom- 
house is nothing on the face of the earth but to 

msummate purposes which Congress did not 
contemplate; that is, to havé two Mints, one in 
New York and one in Philadelphia, within ninety- 
five miles of each other, or,so far as insurance 
is concerned, within a quarter of one per cent. 
of each other, and in fact less than that. Is 
this Government to give five hundred thousand 
dollars for an assay office in New York when 
it has already a Mint in Philadelphia, which is 
within a quarter of one per cent., or less, of the 
Mint itself, so far as carriage and insurance is con- 
cerned?) My opinion is, that it would be a most 
unjustifiable and reckless expenditure of the pub- 
le money. I do not think that the Congress of 
the United States, when they appropriated money 
to establish an assay office in New York, contem- 
plated any such thing. 

Well, | know that the Committee of Ways and 
Means come before us—for every member of 
which I have the greatest respect—and tell us it is 
economy to do it; that they have agreed for such 
a lease, but that they can save money by buying 
these lots. Why were they leased? 1 under- 
stand, from authority upon which I placegreat re- 
liance, that for five thousand dollars—I will not 
say for fifty, or seventy-five, or a hundred thou- 
sand dollars—but for five thousand dollars spaces | 


c 
¢ 
i 


in New York could be bought which would be |! 
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quite as convenient as this lot. But gentlemen 
come here and say it isa convenient thing to have 
an assay office near the custom-house. Why 
have it Why not have 
it a mile off, upon any avenue upon which an 
omnibus runs? Is there any difficulty in that? 
The man who has gold enough to have it refined 
can have no difficulty in going a mile or two to 


near the custom-house? 


have it assayed at the public expense, when it is 
to be for his benefit? None at all. 

Suppose he hasto go a mile er two, has he any 
right to complain of that?) Suppose he has to go 
further, and make a journey of ninety miles to Phil- 
adelphia to have his gold coined, has he any right 
to complain of that? Ido notthink hehas. I do 
not think that by buyinga lotimmediately adjoin- 
ing the custom-house you thereby promote the 
convenience of men who havegold toassay. Five 
hundred thousand dollars for two lots in Wall 
! The Committee of Ways and Means 
come here and ask us to buy the old sites of two 
banks in Wall street. They tell us, that it is a 
matter of economy to purchase these sites; and 
how do they make out their case? How do they 
attempt to prove that it is a matter of economy to 
make such a purchase. They pile Pelion upon 
Ossa. They show first that they have given 
$50,000 or more for a lease of buildings to use as 
an assay and refining office, and then, after giving 
this emormous price, they come to the conclusion 
that it would be better to buy the building. 

The only justification whatever that they give for 
the proposition to purchase is the enormous price 
that they have given for the lease of the property. 
1 do not speak without having made inquiries into 
this matter, and | know the facts of which I speak. 
I know that a site just as convenient and as well 
suited for all the purposes for which an assay 
office is wanted, and for which it is now proposed 
to appropriate $500,000, can be purchased for 
45,000. I know how this thing will result. I 
predicted years ago that it would end in this way, 
and that you would have Mints established in New 
York and in Philadelphia—about ninety miles dis- 
tant from each other. It was ignored at the time. 
It was denied that there was any such purpose in 
contemplation; but that is what it is coming to, 
and | desire now to wash my hands of it. I do 
not mean to vote for any $500,000 to buy this 
Wall street assay office. 

Paris, it is said,is France. I donot want New 
York to become the United States, and I do not 
want especially that Wall street shall become 
New York. There is no reason on the face of the 
earth—and I desire any gentleman to reply to me 
if he can—I say there is no reason upon the face 
of the earth why this assay office should be put 
into Wall street rather than in any other street in 
the city of New York. 1 think—and I desire to 
express the opinion before the committee—that 
the lease of that Wall street property was in direct 
contravention of the intention of Congress, and 
that it was improper in every respect. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN obtained the floor and 
said: | believe, Mr. Chairman, that as the House 
is now in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, general discussion is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis in order. 

Mr. CUTTING. Is the gentleman from In- 
diana entitled to go on with his speech? | thought 
either the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stan- 
Ton] or myself was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I thought I 
was properly entitled to the floor, but I do not 
claim it, because I did not understand it to have 
been awarded to me. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I do not wish to 
trespass upon any man’s right to the floor. I 
ask the Chair to decide who is entitled to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana is entitled; it having been awarded to him 
by the Chair. 

Mr. BRECHINRIDGE. 


street 


I would inquire of 


the gentleman from Indiana whether he desires to || 


address the committee at this time? 
Mr.CHAMBERLAIN. Itis for that purpose 
that I have risen. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I have only to re- 


mark, that ata proper time I desire to make a brief | 


explanation of the bill. If the gentleman will 
yield the floor for that purpose I will do so now; 


if not I shall do it when a proper opportunity oc- 
curs. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
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that it is customary to award the floor to the 
gentleman reporting a bill to open the discussion 
upon it; and, in accordance with tha custom, jt 
would have been proper to have recognized the 
gentleman from Kentucky in preference to the 
gentleman from Indiana. The Chair, however. 
did award the floor to the geitleman from Indiana, 
and if he desires it he may proceed. ; 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee in opposition to the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise, as contained in the 
Nebraska bill. His speech will be published in 
the Appendix. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENN. Will the gentleman give way to 
allow me to move thatthe committee do now rise? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I was about to make 
that motion myself. Before doing so, however, 
I willsay to the committee that I shall improve 
the first occasion in making a brief explanation 
of the bill now under consideration. It is imma- 
terial to me whether I proceed to do it now or 
wait till to-morrow. 

Several MemBERs. Make 
it to-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I will yieldto 
the centleman from lowa. 

Mr. HENN. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question was put, and the motion agreed 
to. 


It is too late now. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
CHANDLER] reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the Union generally under consider- 
ation, and particularly bill of the House (No. 
271) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1854, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I appeal to my colleague to 
withdraw that motion to allow me to introducea 
resolution which it is very important should be 
adopted. It will occupy but a short time. 


Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the motion. 
APPOINTMENT OF CADETS AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I wish to state to the House 
that a difficulty has arisen in relation to the appor- 
tionment of cadets among the vacant congres- 
sional districts, growing out of the fact that there 
has been a rearrangement of congressional dis- 
tricts in some of the States, by which two cadets 
in some instances are thrown into one district. 
After consultation with the Secretary of War and 

* with many gentleman of this House, | have pre- 
pared a joint resolution, for the introduction of 
which I ask the unanimous consent{of the House, 
and to which | hope there will be no objection. 
It is 

A joint resolution explanatory of the law regu- 
lating the number of military cadets to be appointed 
to the Military Academy at West Point. 

[Cries of ** Read for information !’’} 

It was then read through by the Clerk. It pro- 
vides, that nothing in any act of Congress now 
contained shall be construed to deprive any con- 
gressional district in the United States of its right 
to a cadetat the Military Academy at West Point; 
but that whenever, by a rearrangement of the 
congressional districts in any State, more than one 
cadet shall be thrown into the same congressional 
district, notwithstanding said fact, there shall be 
appointed, in the manner now prescribed by law, 
one cadet for every other district from which there 
may be no cadet at said institution, to be entered 
at the commencement of its next regular session. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
received, and read a first time by its title. ; 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the resolution, but that it will be passed at 
once. 

Mr. PRESTON. I would ask the gentleman 
'| from Virginia, as I did not hear the language of 

the resolution very distinctly, whether or not it 

increases the number of cadets by leaving one for 

each of the old districts, and awarding one to each 

of the new also; or whether it provides that the 
| number shall be the same, and merely declares 
|| that one shall come from each congressional dis- 
|| trict in the Union? 


(| Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman will allow 











me to make a statement I can in two minutes give 
him and the House the information he desires. 

Vir. PRESTON. I yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman for that purpose. i : 

Mr. BOCOCK. The law now existing on this 
subject has two provisions, The first is, that 
there shall be appointed to the Military Academy 
at West Point as many cadets as there are repre- 
sentatives in the Congress of the United States. 
That is the first provision. Then there is another 
provision that there shall be one appointed from 
each congressional district. 

Now the quesuon arises with the Secretary of 
War, when there is a conflict between those pro- 
visions, which shall be the ruling requirement? 
He holds himself bound by the first, that is, that 
there shall beno more cadets at the Military Acad- 
emy than there are congressional districts. A 
difficulty has arisen from the rearrangement of 
the congressional districts. Take my own State, 
for example. We had fifteen districts before; 
we have thirteen now, and in the rearrangement, 
counties from which cadets had been appointed 
for one district have been thrown with counties 
from which cadets had been appointed for another 
district. At the present time, there is one district 
in the State of Virginia from which there are two 
cadets. They are both in the Academy and have 
been there for two years. The Secretary of War 
has no power to get rid of them. If those two 
cadets are left in, of course, if the Secretary holds 
himself bound by the requirement that there shall 
be no more cadets from that State than there are 
congressional districts, some other congressional 
district must be left vacant. The Secretary has 
written to inform us that there are six vacancies 
for the State of Virginia, and seven districts from 
which the cadets to fill them are to to be appointed. 
Now, how is it to be determined which of the 
seven districts shall be left vacant, and which not? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man how many cadets this joint resolution would 
add to the present number? 

Mr.SKELTON. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Let me get through with my 
statement. 

Mr. SKELTON. 1 want to know if this reso- 
lution is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. SKELTON. I did not hear the Speaker 
ask if there was any objection to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so asked. 

Mr. SKELTON. I intended to have objected, 
but no opportunity was given me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly asked 
if there was any objection to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. PRESTON. I yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, to enable him to conclude 
his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will suspend until the joint resolution has 
been read asecond time. It will then be open for 
amendment. 

The joint resolution was then read a second 
time by its title. 

Mr. BOCOCK, (resuming.) I have the floor 
by the consent of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and I desire to answer the question propounded 
to me by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Cumeman.} The Secretary of War informed me 
on Saturday that the total increase for the whole 
United States would be eight cadets, and at the 
first examination, in the ordinary course of things, 
by the rejection of those who do not come up to the 
requirements, by dismissal for bad conduct, and 
other causes, the excess will probably be reduced; 
at any rate at the end of one year there would be 
only three excess, and at the end of two years 
there would be only an excess of one; a contin- 
gency which, he informs me, would in no way 
affect the efficiency of the institution to accom- 
modate cadets, and would not be in any way un- 
acceptable to him, the institution, or the country. 

Mr. PRESTON. I understand the gentleman 


from Virginia to only ask temporarily eight 
cadets? 


Mr. BOCOCK. That is all. 

Mr. PRESTON. 1 do notdesire to embarrass 
the gentleman. I understand him to say that the 
difficulty now existing will begin to rectify itself 
at the expiration of the present cadetship? 

Mr. BOCOCK. Atthe expiration of this aca- 


is never the case. At the end of two years there 
will be only an excess of one, and at the end of 
three years there will be none. 

Mr. PRESTON. [am willing to pass the res- 
olution, without throwing any embarrassment in 
the way. I knew it increased the number of 
cadets, but not to what extent. I assumed the 
floor to obtain an explanation from the gentleman 
from Virginia. Having obtained it, and, inas- 
much as | think the resolution ought to be passed 
at once, and | do not desire to debate it, | call for 
the previous question. 

The question was then put on seconding the 
call for the previous question; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 68, noes 23; no quorum. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his 
call for the previous question, and move to refer 
the resolution to some of the committees, that it 
may be kept before the House. 

Mr. PRESTON. I am of opinion that it is 
best to pass the resolution now. I, therefore, ad- 
here to my call for the previous question. I de- 
mand tellers on seconding the call. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; there being, on a division—ayes 35, 
noes 63; no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present or not. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. PRESTON. With the permission of the 


| House I shall withdraw my call for the previous 


question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Oh,no! There is a quorum 
present; and we can vote down the motion that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | ask for tellers 
on the motion that there be a call of the House. 

Tellers were not ordered 

The question was then p¥Ut; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I wish to 


| ask the Speaker whether the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. Preston] could not let this matter 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
now, and then in the morning move to reconsider 
the vote by which it was so referred, and thus make 
it all right? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky might do so if he thought proper. The 


| pending motion before the House is a demand for 


the previous question. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, there is not 

a quorum of members present in the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will ascertain 


| whether there is a quorum present. 


After a count, the Speaker announced that there 
was no quorum in the House—there being only 
103 members present. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. PRESTON. I believe, Mr. Speaker, | 
had the floor, and I now desire to shift the ques- 
tion. I therefore withdraw the motion for the 
previous question, and move to refer the joint res- 
olution oflered by the gentleman from Virginia to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, there is no 
quorum" present, and therefore the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky cannot be regularly 
acted on. 

The SPEAKER. Itcannot. A motion to ad- 
journ has been made by the gentleman from New 
‘York, and that is the motuon now before the 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


I would ask 


| the Chair whether, if the motion for adjournment 


is carried now, the joint resolution would go as 
No. 11 on the list of business on the Speaker’s 
table? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. ORR. And would it be in order to con- 
sider it in that order ? 

Mr. SPEAKER. Such is the universal prac- 
tice. 

The question was then put on the motion to ad- 
journ; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. PRESTON. 1 claim the floor for the pur- 


pose of pressing the motion which | made before 
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a 


demical year, even if there be no dismissals, which |! | withdraw the call for the previous question, and | 
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I move to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SKELTON. I rise to a question of order. 
Is it in order to make any such motion when there 
is NO quorum present? 

The SPEAK ER. The motion can be made 
and entered, but cannot be acted on while there is 
no quorum present, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
now adjourn. 

lhe question was put and agreed to. 

‘The House thereupon (at four, p.m.) adjourned 
till to-morrow, at twelve, m. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 14, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of James 
Lawrence and others, praying the establishment 
of a weekly mail from Richland Centre to New- 
port, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Alabama, praying that a grant of land 
may be made to complete the geological survey of 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Ala- 
bama, praying that the right of way may be 
granted, and a donation of land made, to aid in 
the construction of such railroads as have been 
chartered by the State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam D. Merrick and Benjamin C. Howard, spe- 
cial agents of the State of Maryland, asking for 
the passage of an act to explain and correct the 
erroneous construction of a law of Congress, ap- 
proved 13th May, 1826, authorizing the payment 
of interest due the State of Maryland; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


CLERICAL PROTEST. 

Mr. EVERETT. I have been requested to 
present a memorial, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Nebraska bill. It is signed, as | am 
informed, by three thousand and fifty clergymen 
of all denominations and sects in the different States 
of New England—perhaps a very large majority 
of the members of the clerical profession in those 
States. There are, | am informed, three thousand 
eight hundred clergymen of all sects and denom- 
inations, and this is signed by over three thousand. 
I have been requested to present it for the consid- 
eration of the Senate, and | hope that it will receive 
the attention due to the large number of clergy- 
men by whom it is signed, and the great weight 
of opinion displayed in it on the part of the mem- 
bers of that profession. I move that it lie upon 
the table. * 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS subsequently rose and said: 
A memorial has been ordered to lie on the table, 
which was presented a few minutes ago by the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ev- 
ERETT.| | desire to submita word or two of 
comment upon it, and therefore | wish to have it 
read. I think it is not respectful to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois 
moves to take up the memorial which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
the memorial read. 

It was read, as follows: 


I would now like to have 


To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled: 

The undersigned, clergymen of different religious denom- 
inations in New England, hereby, in the name of Almighty 
God. and in his presence, do solemnly protest against the 
passage of what is known as the Nebraska bill, or any re 


peal or modification ofthe existing legal prohibitions of 


slavery in that part of our national domain which itis pro 
posed to organize into the Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas. We protest against it as a great moral wrong, a8 
a breach of faith eminently unjust to the moral principles 
of the community, and subversive of all confidence ip na 
tional engagements; as a measure full of danger to the 
peace and even the existence of our beloved Union, and 
exposing us to the righteous judgments of the Almighty: 
and your protestants, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 


‘ 


Boston, MassacuusetrTs, March 1 1854 


Mr. DOUGLAS. My only object is to call the 
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attention of the Senatetothe memorial, It is pre- 
sented, after the final vote of the Senate, as a pro- 
Lest azainal our action—against the action in which 
large y more than two thirds of this body con- 


curred, 


breach of faith, as involving a moral wrong, as 


It protests against our action as being a 


destructive of all confidence, and as subjecting us 
to the righteous judgment of the Almighty. It is 
pre a denomination of men calling 
preachers of the Gospel. Sir, it has 
been demonstrated in debate that there is nota 
particle of truth in the allegation of a breach of 
faith or breach of confidence. It has been demon- 
strated so clearly, that there is no excuse for any 
man in the community for believing it any longer. 
Yet, here we find that a large body of preachers, 
perhaps three thousand, following the lead of a 
circular, which was issued by the Abolition con- 
federates in this body, calculated to deceive and 
misiead the public, have here come forward, with 
an atrocious falsehood and an atrocious calumny 
against this Senate, desecrated the pulpit, and 
prostituted the sacred desk to the miserable and 
corrupting influence of party politics. It matters 
not whether the description is confined to narrow 
limita, or whether it extends to all the clergymen 
of New Envland. It matters not whether the 
misrepresentation has taken a broad scope, or 
been confined toa few; I hold it as our duty to 
expose the conduct of men, who, under the cloak 
ot , either from ignorance or willful mis- 
representation, will avail themselves of their sacred 
‘alling to arraign the conduct of Senators here in 
the Sir, | hold that this 
capable of judging whether our action 
involves moral turpitude, whether it involves the 
ubversion of morals, whether it subjects us to 
the judgment of the Almighty, as are these polit- 
ical preachers, whose protest proves them to be 
withoutany reliableinformation upon the subject. 
it is evident, sir, that these men know not what 
they are talking about. It is evident that they 
ought to be rebuked, and required to confine them- 
selves to their vocation, instead of neglecting their 
flocks, and bringing our holy religion into disre- 
pute by violating its sacred principles, and disre- 
garding the obligations of truth and honor, by 
presenthe here a document which is so offen- 
sive that no gentleman can indorse it without vio- 
lating all the rules of courtesy, of propriety, and 
of honor. 


el ted, Loo, DY 


themselves 


re liersor 


discharge of our duties. 
Senate 18 as 


Sir, there seems to be an attempt to pile upon 
our table offensive document after offensive docu- 
ment, slander after slander, libel after libel, in 
order that the Abolition press may copy it as 
coming from the records of the Senate, and go 
back and give it credit in the country. They are 


smuggled in here, the offensive matter concealed | 


from our knowledge until we happen to look into 
them and see what they are, and then these gen- 
tlemen expect to carry on apolitical campaign by 
quotng from our own records that weare traitors 
to our country, traitors to God, and traitors to 
Tumanity. I think it is time that this miserable 
system of electioneering by violating the rules and 
courtesies of the Senate, to get an indorsement 
of libels, which men ought to be ashamed to adopt, 
should be exposed and rebuked. I am not willing 
that they should be permitted to pile up slander 
of that kind, insult of that kind, upon our table, 
and let it then be used for such a purpose. You 
know, sir, that that memorial is not intended to 
affect the action of the Senate. We have no such 
bill before us. Our action is passed. It is not for 
the purpose of influencing our official conduct. 
Why isit brought here? There can be no other 
object in presenting it here now than simply to 
furnish capital for organizing a great sectional 
party, and trying to draw the whole religious com- 
munity into their schemes of political aggrandize- 
ment. I think that men ought to be able to rely 
upon argument, and upon truth, and upon reason, 
instead of resorting to these things for the purpose 


of stimulating excitement for political ends. Ll have , 


no motion to submit, but I fe 


it to be my duty to 

call the attention of the Senate to the memorial. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I think that a petition of 
this kind ought to be received, and that it is not 
subject to the charge brought against it by the 
Senator from Hlinois. It does not arraign our 
action by being drawn up after that action was 


had. The Nebraska bill passed this body on the 
night of the 3d, or rather on the morning of the 
4th 


on the Ist of March. I cannot think that it meant 
any indignity to the Senate. There is nothing 
expressive of any such feeling in it. It is a right 
that all individuals in the community have, if 
their terms are respectful, to memorialize the 
Senate of the United States upon any subject. 
Whether there is any ulterior object in this 1 
know not; but from the date of the memorial, and 
from the number of signers, I am induced to be- 
lieve that the memorialists thought there was 
something wrong in that bill; andif they believed 
that its passage would be a breach of faith on the 
part of the Government, they had a right to say 


so. J took the liberty of making the same charge 
here. There were more questions than that of 


non-intervention involved in that bill. It involved 
an infraction of faith with the Indians, of pledges 
given to them under all the solemn forms, yet 
mockery, of treaties. That was one point in- 
volved; and I charged that the passage of the bill 
would be a violation of plighted faith in that par- 
ticular. Was it a violation of faith to disregard 
the Missouri compromise, which was of so much 
antiquity and utility to the country? That is a 
matter of discussion. I| have not arraigned the 
action of any gentleman since the passage of the 
bill, but anterior to it [ gave my opinions in re- 
lation to its character, as a disregard of treaties, 
and asa flagrant violation of the plighted faith of 
the nation towards the Indians. Wauth respect to 
the Missouri compromise | believe its repeal to 
be as flagrant a breach of faith as the violation of 
treaties made with the Indians. 

I have not charged Senators with corrupt mo- 
tives, nor have I charged them with anything self- 
ish; but [ certainly can see no more impropriety 
in ministers of the Gospel, in their vocation, me- 
morializing Congress than politicians, or other indi- 
viduals. Ido not believe that these ministers have 
sent this memorial here to manufacture political 
capital, to have it entered on the records of the 
Senate, so that it might be taken back, and dissem- 
inated through the country. 
the country. I told you that there would be agi- 
tation; but it was denied upon this floor. Is not 
this agitation? Three thousand ministers of the 
living God upon earth—his vicegerents—send a 
memorial here upon this subject; and yet, you tell 
me, that there is no excitement in the country! 
Sir, you realize what I anticipated. The country 
has to bear the infliction. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


Sir, it comes from | 


Sir, the coup d’etat was not successful. The bill | 


did not pass before the community was awakened 
to it. The community was awakened to it not 
alone in New England, for I have seen letters 
from the South and West stating that itwas there 
regarded as a breach of faith; and I can see no 
wrong in ministers expressing their opinion in re- 
gard toit. This protest does not attack the repu- 
tation of Senators. It does not displace them from 
their positions here, [t does not impair their capa- 


bilities for the discharge of the high functions | 
which the Constitution has devolved upon them. 


1 see nothing wrong in all this. 
arightto remonstrate. They are like other men. 
Because they are ministers of the Gospel they are 
not disfranchised of political rights and privileges; 
and, if their language is respectful to the Senate, 
in anticipation of the passage of a bill which was 
obnoxious to them, they have a right to spread 
their opinions on the records of the nation. The 
rreat national heart throbs under this measure; its 
pulse beats high; and is it surprising that we 
should observe the effects of it? I trust, sir, that 
the nation may yet again see the blessed tranquil- 
lity that prevailed over the whole country when 
this ‘* healing measure ’’ was introduced into the 
Senate. The nation’s position was enviable. It 
was unagitated. There was not, in my recollec- 
tion, a time so tranquil, and a community more 
happy. A nation more prosperous existed not 
upon the earth. 
continuance of agitation; but the way to end it is 
not to make war upon memorialists. Let them 
memorialize if they think it.necessary. If they 
state what is incorrect, let the subject be referred 


| to committees, and let the committees give an ex- 


position of the truth, and lay it, in reports, before 
the public, and then the intelligence of the nation 
will determine as to what is right, and what con- 
sideration ought to be given to it. | would not take 
away the liberty to indulge in the freest expression 
of opinion, or the exercise of the rights and privi- 


instant. The memorial appears to be dated || leges which belong to any portion of this country; 


Ministers have | 


Sir, I trust that there will be no | 


j 


interference in its proceedings. 





E. March 14, 
yet I would discourage agitation. I may hold the 
contents of this protest, to some extent, heretical: 
yet they are not expressed in such offensive lan. 
guage as would justify a denial of their mght to 
memorialize. If it had been intended to impugn 
our motives or our actions, either as corrupt or 
immoral, we could bear it. The people surely 
have a right to think and speak upon our action. 
We are not placed in a position so high that we 
are elevated above the questioning power of the 
people. They have the right to look into our ac- 
uion, and investigate our conduct; and, if they do 
not approve of it, to express their opinions in re- 
lation to it. I shall never make war upon them 
on that account; yet, I trust, that, whatever dis- 
position may be made of the bill which we have 
passed, the agitation has already reached its acme; 
and that, from this point it may decline, until the 
country is again restored to peace and happiness, 

Mr. MASON. That it is the right of the citi- 
zens of the United States to petition Congress, or 
either House of it, upon any subject that may be 
presented to them, is never denied, never should 
be denied; and such petition upon any subject of 
public interest should be received and treated with 
the respect which is due to citizens. 1 trust [ 
shall never see the day when the Senate of the 
United States will treat the authors of such peti- 
tions, upon any subject proper for legislation pend- 
ing before the body, coming from the people of 
the United States with aught but respect. But | 
understand this petition to come from a class who 
have put aside their character of citizens. Itcomes 
from a class who style themselves in the petition 
ministers of the Gospel, and not citizens. They 
come before us—I have not understood the peti- 
tion wrong, I believe—as ministers of the Gospel, 
not citizens, and denounce prospectively the action 
of the Senate, in their language, as a moral wrong; 
and they have the temerity, in the presence of the 
citizens of the United States, to invoke the ven- 
geance of the Almighty, whom they profess to 
serve,againstus. Sir, ministers of the Gospel are 
unknown to this Government, and God forbid the 
day should ever come when they shall be known 
toit. The great effort of the American people 
has been, by every form of defensive measures, 
to keep that class away from the Government; to 
deny to them any access to it as a class, or any 
Q The best illustra- 
tion of the wisdom of that policy is to be found 
in the character of this petition. Ministers of the 
Gospel, I repeat, are unknown to the Government. 
Their mission upon earth is unknown to the Gov- 
ernment. Of all others, they are the most en- 
croaching, and, as a body, arrogant class of men. 
What do these ministers say? Do they as citi- 
zens enter into a statement of the facts of which 
they complain? Do they recite what will be the 
political effects of the measure which they con- 
plain? No; they inform us that they come here, 
through their petition, in the presence of the Al- 
mighty, and invoke His vengeance upon the Sen- 
ate of the United States as about to commit, in 
their judgment, a’ great moral wrong. 

Now, sir, ] am perfectly willing to let any num- 
ber of citizens protest against the measure which 
has recently passed the Senate. They have a 
right to do so, in respectful language, such as be- 
comes gentlemen in addressing each other. If 
thirty thousand, or three hundred thousand citi- 
zens come from New England, let them be heard. 
It is a respect due to them; but when they come 
here, not as citizens, but declaring that they come 
as ministers of the Gospel, and, as the honorable 
Senator from Texas declared them to be, viceger- 
ents of the Almighty—so I understood him to de- 
clare, possibly he meant vice-regents to supervise 
and control the legislation of the country—I say, 
when they come here as a class unknown to the 
Government, a class that the Government does 
not mean to know in any form or shape, not to 
recommend or to remonstrate, but to denounce our 
action as a great moral wrong, because they claim 
to be the ** vicegerents’’ of the Almighty, we are 
bound—not from disrespect to them as citizens, 
not from disrespect to the cloth which they do 
not grace, but from respect to the Government, 
from respect to that sacred public trust which has 
been committed to us—to carry out the policy of 
the Government and refuse to recognize them. 
Sir, their object, as was well said by the Senator 
from Illinois, has been agitation—agitation; and 
I presume that their cloth and their ministry will 
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enable them to agitate with some success. I say, 


then, Mr. President, in my judgment it is due to | 


the Government, to the public trust which we are 
ie re to administer, that we should carry out the 
nolic’ of the Government and refuse to recognize 
these ministers of the Gospel in coming here. I 
move, therefore, that the petition be not received, 
as the best evidence of the sense of the Senate of 
its ¢ hnaracter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithas been received, I believe, 
and all that is left is to protest against the protest- 
ants. I have great respect, Mr. President, for the 
pulpit. I have such a respect for it that I would 
almost submit to a rebuke from a minister of the 
Gospel, even in my official capacity; but they lose 
a portion of my respect when I see an organiza- 
tion, for, | believe, the first time in the history of 
this Government, of clergymen within a local pre- 
cint, within the limits of New England, assuming 
to he, as the Senator from Texas said, the vicege- 
rents of Heaven, coming to the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, not as citizens, as my friend from Vir- 
ginia has said, but as the organs of God—for they 
do not come here petitioning or presenting their 
views under the sanction of the obligations and 
responsibilities of citizens under the Constitution 
of the United States, but they have dared to quit 
the pulpit, and step into the political arena, and 
speak as the organsof Almighty God. Sir, they 
assume to le the foremen of the jury which is to 
pronounce the verdict and judgment of God upon 
earth. They do not protest as ordinary citizens 
do; but they mingle in their protest what they 
would have us believe is the judgment of the 
Almighty. When the clergy quit the province 
which is assigned to them, in which they can dis- 
pense the Gospel—that Gospel which is repre- 
sented as the lamb, not as the tiger or the lion— 
when they would convert the lamb into the lion, 
coing about in the form of agitators, seeking whom 
they may devour, instead of the meek and lowly 
representatives of Christ, they divest themselves 
of all respect which I can give them. Sir, the 
ministers of the Gospel are the representatives 
of the lowly and poor lamb—of Christ; but when 
the men who have signed that paper—lI do not 
know with what ends; I do notsay a word against 
them as individuals, for [ have no doubt they are 
rood and respectable, and many of them Christ- 
jans—assume to organize themselves as clergy- 
men to come before the country and protest 


against the deliberations of the Senate of the | 


United States, they deserve, at least, the grave 
censure of the body. 


Mr. ADAMS. ‘During the discussion of the 


Nebraska bill before the Senate I did not open | 


my mouth; nor should I now but for the remarks 
which have fallen from the distinguished Senator 
from Texas, my old and familiar friend. He 
says there is agitation, and that the display upon 
your table is evidence of it. Suppose there is 
agitation; at whose door ought the fault to lie, if 
there be fault? Was the action of this body right 
or wrong? If we did what was right and proper, 


according to the republican institutions of this | 


country, and agitation arises out of it, the respon- 
sibility neither rests upon the distinguished Sen- 
ator who introduced the bill nor those who voted 
for it. What was that action? This body, by 
its vote, removed a legislative censure upon the 
institutions of the South—a censure which has ex- 
isted for more than thirty years, and under which 
we had lived submissively until now for the sake 
of peace. For the first time in thirty years when 
that censure could be repealed, when the southern 


States place themselves as the Constitution places | 


them, upon an equality with the northern States, 
we are committing a very great outrage when we 
simply say that the people of every portion of this 
country within the limits of our constitutional 
authority shall be governed by their own laws in 
their own way. That is the whole of it. 


I concur with my friend from South Carolina | 


in regard to the petition which has been presented 
and ordered to lie on the table. It is addressed 
to the Senate and House of Representatives by a 
body of individuals as ministers of the Gospel. I 
trust I have as high a regard for their vocation as 
any other individual, and as much respect for the 
ministers of peace and good will on earth as any 
other individual; but when they depart from their 
high vocation, and come down to mingle in the 


turbid pools of politics, I would treat them just | 


as | would all other citizens, 1 would treat their 


| right to do it, and we cannot take that right from 
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memorials and remonstrances precisely as I would 
those of other citizens. It is so unlike the apos- 
tles and the ministers of Christ at an early day, 
that it loses the potency which they suppose the 
styling themselves ministers of the Gospel would 
give to their memorials. The early ministers of 
Christ attended to their mission; one which was 
given to them by their Master; and under all 
circumstances, even when the Saviour himself 
was upon earth, and attempts were made to in- 
duce him to give opinions with reference to the 
municipal affairs of the Government, he refused. 
These men have descended from their high estate 
to assail the action of this body. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, in presenting the petition, 
has done what he considered to be his duty; 
but I would remark, however, that with all the 
respect which belongs to the high character of 
those individuals as ministers of the Gospel, their 


petition should, under the circumstances, receive 


no more respect from us than if it came from any 
other private citizens. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I have the mis- 
fortune again to differ from my friends in relation 
to this measure, but that difference is not sufficient 
to induce me to enter anew into the discussion of 
it. I will, however, discuss the propriety of this 
memorial. The gentlemen misapprehend its char- 
acter entirely. | understood the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia—but | may have been mis- 
taken—to say that it invoked the vengeance of the 
Almighty God upon the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. In substance it does, as I un- 


| derstand. 


Mr. HOUSTON. There is no invocation con- 
tained in the memorial. It is a respectful protest, 
stating their appreciation of the measure then 
pending before the Senate of the United States, 
and not one word is contained in it derogatory to 
the Senate at the time it was drawn, and there is 
no invocation of wrath or vengeance upon the 
members of this body. It is a respectful protest, 
in the name of the Almighty God. 

By the expression which | used when I was up 
before, that they were the vicegerents of the Al- 
mighty, | merely intended to say that they were 
harbingers of peace to their fellow-men; and if it 
was a lapsus lingue, or improper expression, it 
does not change the intention that I then enter- 
tained in my mind, of expressing a belief, thai it 
was nothing else than an extraordinary emer- 
gency that diverted men from their ordinary pur- 
suits in the ministry of the Gospel to engage at 
all in, or to step even to the verge of, the political 
arena. 

We are told, Mr. President, that this was in- 
tended for the purpose of agitation. Itis certainly 
a manifestation of agitation; but it could not have 
been intended to create agitation, for the thing was 
done, and here is one of its developments and 
consequences. Yet, sir, | can see nothing wrong 
in the memorial, so far as I am concerned. If 
ministers of the Gospel are not recognized by the 
Constitution of the United States, they are recog- 
nized by the morai and social constitution of soci- 
ety. They are recognized in the constitution of 
man’s selvation. The great Redeemer of the world 
enjoined duties upon mankind; and there is the 
moral constitution from which we have derived all 
the excellent principles of our political Constitu- 
tion—the great principles upon which our Gov- 
ernment, morally, socially, and religiously, is 
founded. 

Then, sir, I do not think there is anything very 
derogatory to our institutions in the ministers of 
the Gospel expressing their opinions. ‘They have 
aright to do it. No man can be a minister with- 
out first being a man. He has political rights; he 
has also the rights of a missionary of the Saviour, 
and he is not disfranchised by his vocation. Cer- 
tain political restrictions may be laid upon him; 
he may be disqualified from serving in the Legis- 
latures of the States, but that does not discharge 
him from political and civil obligations to his coun- 
try. He hasa right to contribute, as far as he 
thinks necessary, to the sustentation of its insti- 
tutions. He has a right to interpose his voice as 


one of its citizens against the adoption of any meas- , 


ure which he believes willinjurethenation. These 
individuals have done no more. They have not 
denounced the Senate, but they have protested, in 
the capacity of ministers, against what I and other 
Senators on this floor protested. They have the 
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them. They will exercise it. The people have the 
right to think, and they will exercise that right. 
They have the right of memoralizing, and they will 
exercise that right. They have theright to express 
their opinions, and they will exercise that right. 
They will exercise their rights in reprobation or 
commendation at the ballot-box, too; and preach- 
ers, I believe, vote. They have the right todo so. 
They are not very formidable numerically, but they 
have the right to do this as ministers of the Gos- 
pel, as well as we Senators havea right to vote for 
the adoption of a measure; and if it is not in ac- 
cordance with their opinions they have a right to 
condemn it. They have the right to think it is 
morally wrong, politically wrong, civilly wrong, 
and socially wrong, if they do not interfere with 
the vested rights of others in the entertainment of 
those opinions. 

I understood my honorable friend from Missis- 
sippi to say, that the South had been groaning for 
a long time under this oppressive measure. The 
South, sir, are a spirited people, and how they 
could have submitted for more than a third of a 
century to this indignity, this wrong, this act of 
oppression, which has ground them down in their 
prosperity and development, and never have said 
a word about it until this auspicious moment ar- 
rived, and that, too, when political subjects have 
been agitated at the North and South, that it should 
have been reserved for the action of the present 
Congress, after all others had glided by without 
complaint, rébuke, remonstrance, or suggestion of 
appeal, is a most extraordinary thing. My friend 
does not apprehend it; but there was no excitement 
out of this Gapitol, or out of the city of Washing- 
ton. It originated here. This was the grand labo- 
ratory of political action and political machinery. 
The object was to mature the measure here, and 
inflict it, by a coup d’état, upon the nation, and 
then radiate it to every point of the country. The 
potion does not react pleasantly. There is a re- 
sponse, but how does it godown? Not weil. The 
physic works; it works badly; it works upward. 

on willing to receive any memoriais that are 
presented to this body which are respectable in 
terms, whether they come from preachers, politi- 
clans, civilians, or from the beggars that congre- 
gate about your cities, and I will treat them wtth 
respect and kindness. As long as they are re- 
spectful in terms to this body, though they ex- 
press their apprehension of a calamity about to 
fall on the country, it brands no man; and if they 
denounce a measure in advance, it is what they 
havearight todo. We have a more eligible po- 
sition here to advocate our opinions than individ- 
uals have in social life to maintain their positions, 
We have all the panoply of power and State sov- 
ereignty thrown around the members of this body 
to guard and shield them against attacks; but they 
are thrown in the midst of the community with- 
out any shield, except it is the shield of morality 
and propriety of conduct which gives protection 
to their person. While they express themselves 
respectfully I shall never treat with disrespect 
preachers or any other individuals who come be- 
fore this body to give us their opinions upon po- 
litical subjects. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. President, as this me- 
morial was presented by me, I think it my duty 
to say a few words to the Senate by way of ex- 
plaining my relations to it. Just after the Senate 
came to order this morning, |! was called from my 
seat to the door of the Senate Chamber, and there 
requested to take charge of it—this memorial. The 
gentleman in whose hands it was, with whom I 
had not the pleasure of a previous personal ac- 
quaintance, was introduced to me, as! have no 
doubt he is, as a most respectable member of the 
clerical profession; and I was requested by him 
to take charge of the memorial, and present it to 
the Senate. Seeing that it was a very voluminous 
document, and one which I could not carry with 
me to my seat, and there hand it, in the usual 
manner, to the attendants of the Senate, I directed 
one of them near me at the door to take it imme- 
diately to the table of the Secretary, so that I have 
had no opportunity whatever of inspecting it. I 
peanented it to the Senate but a moment or two 
after it was placed in my charge, and, in point of 

fact, I had not read a word of it before I cast my 
eye over it and a few of the signaturesat the head 
of it, in conjunction with the Senator from Illinois, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Territories, 
as we were standing together at the Secretary’s 
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table. I think it due to myself, as a matter of 
fact, that these circumstances should be stated, 
because the Senator from Illinois has objected to 
the Janguage of the memorial, as disrespectful to 
the Senate, and as personally offensive to him, 
in common with the other members of the body 
who supported the bill. I am aware of the reserve 
which is imposed by the rules of the Senate on 
memorials; and | deem it, 
therefore, no more than justice to myself that the 
Senate should understand precisely the circum- 
stances under which this memorial was offered by 
me. 

I think, however, sir, that I ought to go further, 
and, inasmuch as the time of its presentation Is 
objected to, express, in justice to the memorial- 
ists, the opinion that this memorial was signed by 
probably every individual whose name is sub- 
scribed to it before the final action of the Senate 
on the Nebraska bill. It is probable, in collecting 
together the separated papers which had been cir- 
culated for signatures, and in preparing the me- 
morial to be transmitted, in the copy of the cap- 
tion which was made for that purpose, the date of 
the first of March was appended to it, without 
considering that many of the memorialists, prob- 
ably all, must have signed it before that day. It 
ought not, therefore, to be considered, as has 
been complained of, as a protest directed against 
a measure which so large a majority of the Senate 
had previously sanctioned, but as the expression 
of the opinion entertained by those who signed it 
of a measure still pending before the Senate. 

Ido not undertake to vouch that this is the 
fact; but | presume that Senators will themselves, 
on reflection, consider that it must be so; and that 
the memorial must have been signed by a major- 
ity, if not by every individual whose name is 
there, while the measure was in its progress, and 
not after it had received the approbation of a great 
majority of this body. 

My own opinion in relation to presenting me- 
morials to the Senate in reference to measures that 
have passed from our control would be, that it is, 
generally speaking, not expedient. In a single 
instance of a memorial against the Nebraska bill, 
sent to me since the measure left this body, I 
have, at the suggestion of the person who sent it, 
instead of presenting it here, put it into the hands 
of the member of the other House who represents 
the district where the memorialists live. ‘That was 
done at the request of the person who forwarded 
the memorial. Observing, however, that other 
Senators around me, in many cases, did present 
memorials which had reached them since the bill 
passed through the Senate, and eontemplating the 
possibility that it might again come before us, 
after having undergone amendment in the other 
House, and that there was therefore still a propri- 
ety in its being considered, to a qualified extent, in 
our possession, | have thought there was no irreg- 
ularity in that point of view, in presenting any 
memorial to which there was no objection on other 
grounds. On this principle [ have acted in refer- 
ence to several memorials against the Nebraska 
bill which have been sent to me during the past 
week. 

In reference to the objections taken to the lan- 
guage of the memorial, and the concerted move- 
ment in which it has originated, I must say to the 
Senator from Illinois, that I do not believe there 
is anything in it intended for political effect. I 
have no belief that these three thousand clergymen 
from all parts of New England, in preparing and 
signing this memorial, have intended, in the small- 
est degree, to step from their sacred profession 
into the arena of party politics. I am confidentit 
would be found, if it were possible to make the 
inquiry, that the memorial is signed by individuals 
of all political parties; that those who differ on 
every political question, in the common accepta- 
tion of the term, will be found to have united on 
this occasion; that this paper really expresses the 
sincere conviction of men who look at this subject 
strictly in a moral and religious aspect, and that, 
so far from designing to take any part in the agita- 
tions that trouble the land, they have regarded 
the question solely in the other point of view in 
which it is natural it should present itself to their 
minds. 

This has, from time immemorial, been the cus- 
tom of the members of that profession, in that 
part of the country, although not confined to it. 


the presentation of 


lic questions which have strongly appealed to the 
sengibilites of the community, and which they 
regarded as having momentous moral and relig- 
ious bearings, of expressing their Opinions in this 
way;and lam quite sure, as I said before, that 
on this occasion, they have not intended to lay 
aside—they have not thought they were laying 
aside—their sacred character for the sake of join- 
ing in political agitation, or aflecting the result of 
any political controversy. And, sir, | think I need 
not say, that a body of over three thousand clergy- 
men, comprehending more than three fourths of 
the clerical profession of New England, of all de- 
nominations, is a very respectable body; that it 
must faithfully represent the public opinion of a 
very large and most intelligent portion of the com- 


| munity, and that itis entitied to the most respect- 


| none to the facts of the presentation. 


ful consideration on the part of this body. Ido 
not wish, as a citizen myself of that part of the 
Union, to say anything that would be thought ex- 
travagant, or dictated by local partiality on that 
point, but | must say that I do not think it would 
be possible to find any body of men of the same 
number embracing a greater amount of personal 
and moral worth than these three thousand and 
fifty individuals. ‘The greater portion of them are 
necessarily men of education. They are persons 
whose lives are consecrated, with very little re- 
ward in what are called this world’s goods, to the 
highest objects to which the life and labors of a 
man can be devoted. Of course, in such a large 
number of men, there may be individual excep- 
tions, but I do think that, in general, it may be 
very fairly said they are as exemplary, as intelli- 
gent, and as respectable a body of men as any 
other in the country, not to say in the world; and 
| must repeat my conviction, that on this occasion 
they were animated by no desire to embark in the 
strife and agitation of the world of politics; but 
that feeling they were performing a duty that de- 
voived upon them, they have expressed their hon- 
est and sincere conviction of the character of the 
measure in question contemplated, in a moral and 
religious point of view. 

I regret that the presentation of this memorial, 
which, under the circumstances, [ could regard in 


| no other light than as a duty to a large number of 


my own immediate constituents, should have 
awakened any feeling on the partof any member 
of the Senate. It is but three or four days since 
my friend from New York (Mr. Fisu] presented 
a similar memorial—I mean similar in its object, 
for | have had no opportunity of comparing the 
terms in which it is couched—subscribed by al- 
most every clergyman in the city of New York. 
It was headed by the distinguished bishop of the 
eastern diocess of that State; and it was repre- 
sented to be signed by a large majority of the 
clergy of that city. No exception was taken in 
the Senate to that memorial; none to its terms; 
It was re- 
ceived in the usual form, and ordered to lie upon 
the table in the usual manner. That, if | recol- 
lect right, was since the passage of the bill; and 
it took the course which other numerous memor- 
ials have taken which have also been presented 
since its passage. I think it would be wise and 
expedient that this memorial also should be re- 
ceived and disposed of in the usual way. I am 
quite sure that it would be doing injustice to the 
individuals who have signed it, many of whom 
are personally known to me,as men venerable for 
years, distinguished for learning, and of the utmost 
purity of life and character, tu reject their me- 
morial as having been prompted by any desire to 
kindle angry passions, or to engage in political 
controversy; but that we ought to give them the 
credit for having expressed honestly and sincerely 
the feelings and opinions which they entertained 
of this measure as a moral and religious question. 

I do not know, sir, that | have anything more 
to say on this subject. I felt that it was due to 
the relation in which, without any previous inti- 
mation, | have been placed to the memorialists 
that | should say this much. 

Mr. PE crit. Mr. President, I am for the 


| greatest liberty to the greatest number, and I will 


not deny to any class of my fellow-citizens, under 
whatever name or denomination they may appear, 
the right to petition; and under the general term 


| ** petition,’’ provided for in the Constitution, I am 


They have been in the habit, in reference to pub- \ 


willing to regard memorials and remonstrances, 
of whatever name, kind, or description, provided 
always they are respectful to the Senate. But 
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they should be viewed in another light, and that 
is as to the propriety of time. 

Then the first objection which I make to this 
remonstrance is not to its terms, not to it of itself 
but to the time of its presentation. All memo. 
rializing and all petitioning is upon the basis or 
hypothesis that some good is to come of its that 
there is something pending, or likely to be pending 
to which it may refer. In that view, it is certainly 
too late now to present this memorial, though, as 
for that, | care but little. The bill has passed 
from us, never to return"to us, in all probability, 
We have done our deed, for good or for evil, for 
weal or for woe. We are to have, I suppose, the 
righteous judgments of the country and of the 
Almighty upon us for the doing of that deed. | 
presume this memorial tntends to convey the idea, 
although it does not say so distinctly, that we 
subject ourselves to the righteous judgments of 
the Almighty, to judgments which are terrible 
and fearful, judgments of torment, of pain, and of 
misery. I will not, however, so construe it, for 
my own gratification at least. I am willing to sa 
that the righteous judgments of the Almighty 
held in reserve for us are those of approval and 
reward. I doubt not that we shall receive, through 
the country, through our fellow-citizens, that 
judgment of reward and approval. The bill, 
ary to which this remonstrance relates, has 
passed from us, not to return. It has gone en- 
tirely to the other House, and I can see no pro- 
priety in piling upon our table remonstrances 
against the passage of a measure which we have 
already passed. 

But, sir, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Apams] says he has great respect and great rever- 
ence for the clergy, for the ministers of the Gos- 
pel, as such, while they keep their robes pure and 
unspotted; but when they descend to the turbid 
pools of politics, and bedabble their garments all 
over with the mud, and slime, and filth which he 
would make you believe is to be fouud there, he 
loses all respect for them. So should 1, if I could 
be led to believe that the waters of the pool of 
politics were any more turbid or filthy than the 
waters which flow through their contradictory 
streams of theology. I do not believe it, sir. | 
hold, on the contrary, that the waters of the pools 
of politics are infinitely more pellucid, and pure, 
and cheering, and refreshing, than the pool which 
surrounds their stagnant waters of theology—no 
two of them agreeing on any proposition which 
can be presented. 

I am, however, totally incompetent to judge of 
this matter. These men, as has been well said 
by the Senator from Virginia, have not come to 
you as fellow-citizens. The Constitution has se- 
cured to the citizens of the United States the right 
at all times to petition, and they shall never be 
denied that right by me, whether they choose to 
use the name of citizens or any other. But they 
have not remonstrated in their own name as citl- 
zens, nor in behalf of their fellow-citizens; but 
they have come, as they tell you, as the embassa- 
dors of a higher and an omnipotent power. They 
use the language of an embassador who says, ‘‘in 
the name of my Government I declare to you this, 
that, or the other.’’ In the name of God, and in the 
name of his violated law, they declare this. They 
say that to them alone is given the power to di- 
vulge or to divine that law on earth. Sir, being 
totally incompetent, avowing here my total inca- 
pacity and inability to expound, divine, and illus- 
trate that law, [ shall leave it to a different forum 
and a different place. 

These memorialists do not tell us that the meas- 
ure against which they protest, will injure the 
country, or that it is a wrong to their fellow-citt- 
zens; but that it is a violation of the law of Him, 
their master, who, they claim, has sent them. The 
propriety of such a remonstrance may well be 
questioned; yet I will not undertake to question It. 

Sir, this, then, isan ecclesiastical, not a political 
question. They have withdrawn it from the polit- 
ical arena. They have said that they are sent by the 
Divine Creator, the Maker and enforcer of divine 
law, commissioned to put forth and to thunder on 
our devoted heads his anathemas and his judg- 
ments in advance. As asecular body, we are en- 
tirely incompetent to judge of what that law 1s, oF 
whether we haveoffended against it or not. These 
men say they are commissioned to expound it 
on earth to us. We have, however, provided 


| ourselves for all these contingenciés. When the 
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people, in their political capacity, send their peti- 
tions or memorials here, they know we are com- 
netent to understand them, and to provide for 
i eir interests. But, sir, | suppose we have taken 
a step with a view of meeting the present condi- 
tion of affairs. We have provided ourselves with 
a law officer of this law—an expounder of the 
the diving law; a ** brother’’ of the same class with 
those who now remonstrate; an officer of this body, 
who, from his age, his high standing, and many 
indorsements here, must be supposed to be as 
capable of expounding that law as any of these 
remonstrants. I think the fact that he has been 
selected by a body of such intelligence as the 
Senate, shows that he ought to be superior to any 
of them as an officer of that law which these men 
say we have violated and outraged. 1 will there- 
fore suggest, at any rate,and I believe I shall pro- 


i 


pose, that this remonstrance be referred to the 
Rev. Henry Slicer, Chaplain of this Senate, for 
examination and report. (Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, | want to know whether the officer of 
the Senate whom we have elected and appointed 
to expound the divine law and the divine will to 
us, will, not upon any oath of office, but upon 
his responsibility as an officer of this body, after 
calmly and deliberately weighing our actions here 
with the whole tendency, bearing, and spirit of the 
revealed will of God, say to us that we have so 
violated it. If he will, | believe | shall be ready 
to retract my vote on the bill, and agree to adopt 
his report, and go to my colleagues in the other 
House, and ask them for Gud’s sake to send back 
the bill here, in order that we may retract our 
sieps. 

This, | repeat, is an ecclesiastical question. We 
are threatened with the anathemas, the thunders 
of the Almighty against us for violating his law. 
Asa secular body here, we are no judges of that 
law; but we have provided ourselves with one who 
is a judge of it; and to him I think this whole mat- 
ter ought to be referred. I think it will be no 
disrespect to the memorialists or the petitioners if 
wedoso. They claim that they are gentlemen 
of the cloth, preachers of the Gospel. Now, we 
have elected one, and he is here, who is a gentle- 
man of the cloth, and a minister of the Gospel of 
long experience; and I should be exceedingly glad 
to have bis official report on this question, as to 
whether we are in danger, whether we have in- 
voked the just and righteous judgments of God 
upon us. Therefore, if it is in order, 1 will move 
to refer the memorial to the Rev. Henry Slicer, 
the Chaplain of the Senate. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So far as I am concerned, I 
am willing that the memorial shall be allowed to 
lie upon the table. The reason why I called at- 
tention to it at all was this: I have seen a deliber- 
ate attempt to organize the clergy of this country 
into a great political sectional party for Abolition 
schemes. That project was put forth clearly in 
the Abolition manifesto which I had to expose in 
my opening speech upon the Nebraska bill. This 
is a response to that Abolition manifesto. Itis an 
attempt to give in the adhesion of the religious 
societies of this country through the clergy to the 
Abolition and political schemes of that organiza- 
tion. If these preachers choose to go into that 
political organization it is not for me to object, 
provided they confine their operations to the coun- 
try, and do not send theirinsults here. 1 haveno 
idea that these men would ever have dreamt of 
bringing forward such an objectionable document 
as this, but in response to that call which emanated 
from the Senate. It was by Senators in their of- 
ficial capacity as Senators, and these remonstrances 
have been sent back in response to the call. 

Now, sir, what is this remonstrance? These 
men do not protest as citizens.. They do not pro- 
test In the name either of themselves or of their 
fellow-citizens. They do not even protest in their 
own names as clergymen against this act, but 
they say that ‘we PROTEST IN THE NAME OF AL- 
micuty Gop;’ and in order to make it more em- 
phatic that they claim to speak by authority in 
their remonstrance, they underscore in broad black 
lines the words ‘in THE NAME OF ALMIGHTY 
Gop.’ It is true they describe themselves as 
ministers of the Gospel, but they claim to speak 
in the name of the Almighty upon a political ques- 
tion pending in the Congress of the United States. 

tis an attempt to establish in this country the 
doctrine that a body of men organized and known 


among the people as clergymen Have a peculiar | 


right to determine the will of God in relation to 
legislative action. [tis an attempt to establish a 
theocracy to take charge of our politics and our 
legislation. [tis an attempt to make the legislative 
power of this country subordinate to the church. 
It is not only to unite church and State, but it is 
to put the State in subordination to the dictates of 
the church. Sir, you cannot find in the most des- 
potic countries, in the darkest ages, a bolder at- 
tempt on the part of the ministers of the Gospel 
to usurp the power of Government, and to say 
to the people: ‘* You must not think for your- 
selves; you must not dare to act for yourselves; 
you must in all matters pertaining to the affairs of 
this life, as well as the next, receive instructions 
from us; and that, too, in the performance of your 
civil and official, as well as your religious duties.” 

Sir, | called attention to this matter for the pur- 
pose of showing that it involved a great principle 
subversive of our free. institutions. If we recog- 
nize three thousand clergymen as having a higher 
right to interpret the will of God than we have, 
we destroy the right of self-action, of self-govern- 
ment, of self-thought, and we are merely to refer 
each of our political questions to this body of 
clergymen to inquire of them whether it is in con- 
formity with the law of God and the will of the | 
Almighty or not. This document, | repeat, pur- | 
ports to speak in the name of Almighty God, and 
then enters a protest in that name. We are put 
under the ban, we are excommunicated, the gates 
of Heaven are closed unless we obey this behest 
and stop in our course and carry out these A boli- 
tion views. 

The Senator from Texas says the people have 
aright to petition. I do not question nt. | do not 
wish to deprive ministers of the Gospel of that 
right. I do not acknowledge that there is any 
member of this body who has a higher respect and 
veneration either for a minister of the Gospel or 
for his holy calling than | have; but my respect is | 
for him in his calling. 1 will not controvert what | 
the Senator from Massachusetts has said as to 
there being, perhaps, no body of men in this coun- 
try, three thousand in number, who combige more 
respectability than these clergymen. Probably | 
they combine all the respectability which he claims 
for them; but I will add, that I doubt whether | 
there is a body of men in America who combine 
so much profound ignorance on the question upon 
which they attempt to enlighten the Senate as this 
same body of preachers. How many of them, 
do you suppose, sir, have ever taken up and read 
the act of 1820 to which | allude? Do you think 
there is one of them who has done so? How many 
of them ever read the votes by which the North 
repudiated that act of 1820? Do you think one of 
them ever did? How many of them ever read the 
various votes which I quoted on that act and the 
Arkansas act?) Do you think oneof them knew 
anything about them? How many of them have 
ever traced the course of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 on the record? One of them? Yet 
they assume, inthe name of the Almighty, to 
judge of facts, and laws, and votes, of which they 
know nothing, and which they have no time to 
understand, if they perform their duues as clergy- 
men to their respective flocks. 

They do not pretend to judge from the knowl- 
edge of this world, from the records of the Senate, 
or from the statute-book, or fromany of the sources 
of information on which Senators and citizens 
predicate their action; but by the will and the law 
of God, and in His name, and in consequence of 
their divine mission, they overrule all these and 
prescribe a new test, and, in that name, they tell 
us that by the passage of the bill which we have 


| passed, we have committed a moral wrong. They | 


tell us that it is subversive of all confidence in na- 
tional engagements. 

Now, let me ask, are these men particularly te- 
nacious of national engagements? Did they in 
their pulpits, in 1850 and 1851, tell their follow- 
ers that they were bound by their oaths, and by | 
their religious duty, to surrender fugitive slaves in 
obedience te the Constitution? Did they then tell 
their people that they must perform national en- 
gagements? Did they then tell their flocks that 
the Senate was right in carrying ont the provisions 
of the Constitution? Have they been particularly 
in the habit of enjoining in the pulpit and from 
the sacred desk, as a matter of conscience, that 
the people should perform the national engage- 
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try, and which we are al] sworn tosupport? Sir, 
I do not remember that any one of these three 
thousand preachers, at the Ume when in Boston 
and other points of this country there were at- 
tempts to resist the fugitive slave law by force, 
came forward and said it was a divine duty to 
perform national engagements. If they did, I 
have not seen the evidence of it. If they felt it 
was a matter of conscience and of duty on the 
part of the clergy to supervise the fulfillment of 
national engagemen‘s, to preserve the publi faith, 
and the public honor, where were they then, 
when your Constitution was trampled upon, when 
oaths of office could not bind men to perform their 
constitutional duty, when public honor was being 
outraged? Where then, were these three thou- 
sand clergymen? We did not hear from them on 
that occasion. There was anational engagement 
which no man can deny; yet they did not raise 
their voices against its violation. But, in this 
case, merely because some Abolitionists from this 
body have said that an act of Congress constituted 
a national engagement, although the statement is 
contradicted by the record, they come forward at 
the bidding of an Abolition junta, to arraign the 
Senate of the United States in the name of the Al- 
mighty ! 

Sir, | deny their authority. I deny that they 
have any such commission from the Almighty to 
decide this questisn. I deny that our Constitu- 
tion confers any such right upon them. I deny 
that the Bible confers any such right upon them. 
They can perform their duties within their sphere 
without my censure or my interference, and they 
are responsible to the Almighty for the manner in 
which they perform those duties; and I must be 
left to perform my duties within the sphere of my 
functions, with no other responsibility than to my 
constituents and to the Almighty, without the in- 
terference of those men. I do not acknowledge 
them as an intermediate tribunal. I do not ac- 
knowledge that they are, as the gentleman from 
Texas has called them, the vicegerents of the Al- 
mighty, and that they are to perform the duty of 
overlooking our conduct. I repudiate the whole 
doctrine as at war with the pure principles of Chris- 
tianity, at war with the spirit of our institutions, 
at war with our Constitution, at war with every 
principle upon which a free Government can rest. 

Then, sir, assuming this character, they come 

forward and tell us that the action of the Senate 
exposes us to the * righteous judgments of the Al- 
mighty.’’ Their leaders here try to avoid the 
force of the objection that this is offensive, upon 
the gfound that the Senate had not voted upon the 
question at the- time when the memorial was 
signed. However the fact may be as to the 
time of signing the protest, it cannot be denied 
that they sent it here for presentation by theirown 
agent more than one week after the vote of the 
Senate had been published tothe world. This ex- 
cuse does not avail them, nor exculpate their con- 
duct. Itonly furnishes evidence that their apolo- 
cists here have become ashamed of their conduct. 
| wish it distinctly understood that I attach no 
blame to the Senator from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Everett,}] who presented this document, for his 
uniform conduct has proven him incapable of per- 
forming an improper act here knowingly. His 
explanation has set him right. But the fact still 
remains that this offensive protest has been sent 
here and presented to the Senate as an impeach- 
ment of our conduct in passing a bill which re- 
ceived the sanction of this body by a vote of 37 
yeas to 14 nays. 
" But, passing that by, if it is not offensive to the 
Senate, because the Senate had not voted on the bill 
at the time, it was offensive to the Committee on 
Territories, who had reported it,and it is as much 
a violation of the rules of the Senate, of courtesy, 
and of decency, to bring in a document which is 
offensive to one of your committees, as to bring in 
one which is offensive to the body itself. Then 
that excuse will not avai!. 

Individually, I care nothing about this matter. 
To me it is a very smal! affair, compared with the 
sort of treatment which I am receiving every day. 
I submit to it with great composure. | wait forthe 
coming of the day when the people wil! understand 
the real principle involved in the Nebraska bill. 
Sir, | hope to see the day arrive—surely it will 
arrive—when you will not be able to find a man 

in the United States who will acknowledge that 


ments contained in the Constitution of our coun- || he was ever opposed to that great principle of self- 
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cord, and then he will have some excuse on some 
immaterial point. ‘These confederates can have 
the friumpnh ow, by he: ping on our heads in- 

iit and calumt Vy ind by de eiving even ministers 
of the Gospel and members of churches into acts 
of exeess which are disgraceful to them, and of 
which they will be ashamed when the question 
come to be fairly understoc d. 

And, si », when that revelution comes, when 
that revulsion of feeling, from an indignant peo- 
ple who have been misled under holy pretenses 
for base partisan purposes, returns upon them, I 


then will be able to say, ‘* Now you get the reward 
of your own conduct 1 bide my time; I take 
no exception to what is going on now; but I wish 
to enter my protest against the Senate viving its 


t 


Banction to U 


Bi ie recognition of the clergy of this 
country as a body of men authorized to judge 
upon political and legislative questions in the name 
of the Almighty, and without any responsibility 
people. It reverses the whole principle of 
our Government, and it was only to enter my pro 
test against that reversal that I called the attention 
of the Senate to this 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, as the hon- 

' 


orable Senator from Illinois, the chairman of the 


to the 


rrotest. 


Committee on Territories, seemed in a most em- 
phatic manner to address his remarks to me, I think 
him fully entitled to the respect of my attention. 
‘He has dwelt upon the Abolition character of 
this do So far as any such character 
may be embodied in it, | have nothing to say. 
‘There are various opinions entertained here and 
elsewhere upon various subjects with which I have 
nothing to do, and with which I have no affilia- 
tion; but with this subject, as it is presented tothe 
Senate now, | have some connection. With the 
controversy Which exists between the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Territories and the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,][ have 
nothing to do. I was not here when the contro- 
versy originated, nor when it was first introduced 
into the Senate. I have not participated in it since; 
and however unpleasant such altercations or con- 
troversies may be, and however I may regard them 
as impeding the traneaction of business in this 
body, | have forborne either public or private 
expressions of opinion upon that matter. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I will say to 
the Senator that the only allusion which I had to 
him was the simple quotation which I made from 
his remarks when he spoke of these ministers 
being the vicegerents of the Almighty. My other 
remarks were intended for another quarter, so far 
as they had an application anywhere. If he is 
under the misapprehension of supposing that they 
referred to him, I wish to correct him; that is all. 
I do not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. HOUSTON. lam very glad to hear the 
disclaimer, for the gentleman’s remarks appeared 
to be directed so unequivocally toward me, that I 
was led into the misapprehension of supposing 
that they were intended perhaps to apply to me, 
in & manner in which it was not the purpose of 
the gentleman toapply them. But, sir, laiadabeed 
when | was up before the misapplication of the 
term ‘* vicegerent,”’ and | expressed my opinion 
to be that the ministers of the Gospel were the 
heralds of the Almighty God, or his ministers 
of peace uponearth. I thought the gentleman 
would not have carped upon that expression, un- 
less with reference to some particular influence 

hich my views might have upon the auditory. 
lt was a mere misapplication ofa term, and I so 
explained it, 

But, Mr. President, I think the object of this me- 
morial is misapprehended. I find no fault with its 
introduction either before or after the passage of 
the bill to which it refers, for that bill may be re- 
turned to the Senate with amendments. Such 
things very frequently occur. At all events, as the 
memorial has been prepared with great care, and 
as the gentlemen who have signed it have been 
anxious that their views should be laid before the 
Senate of the United States, lest other measures 
embracing stmilar principles should be introduced, 
I can see nothing improper in allowing them to 
lay their views respectfully before the Senate. I 
de not think there is any evidence that the gentle- 
men who have signed the memorial have any dis- 
position to establish theocracy in our country, or 
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government, uniess you can pin him by the re- 


own hands, and exercise a controlling influence 
over it. We find that those who have signed this 
i 


document are of different sects and of various de- 


nominations. | think there isno danger that such 
an amalgamation of interests and opinions will take 
place as to embody a force sufficient to make any 
great impression on the institauons of this country, 
or to endanger our liberties. 


Mr. President, this memorial is 1 


regarded as a 
substantive and independent matter, as intended 
to produce agitation, and to insult the Senate; but 
it is really the effect of a measure which | pre- 
dicted would have this influence upon the com- 
munity. The cause exists in the Senate. It ex- 
ists In the amendment inserted into the Nebraska 
bill proposing the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, and but responsive action to that. 
‘The cause is not in the clergymen who have signed 
this memorial. The memorial is the effect of a 
cause brought forward and presented in the Senate. 
The memorial impugns the action of no one. It 
is true the memorialists speak of the measure as 
immoral. Sure ly that ought not to insult Senators. 
They are not such paragons of morality that they 
cannot bear to have their moral character ques- 
tioned, if they should happen to do anything 
which would not be strictly moral, according to 
some standards, but which | should not think to 
be very immoral. But is their morality of sucha 
delicate texture as to be affected by a memorial 
coming from ** the land of steady habits ?’’ 
Weare told that there is a great principle in- 
volved in the bill to which this memorial refers. 
This is a very formidable and very visible re- 
sponse to that great principle which it is said has 
lain dormant. Sir, | need not name the number 
of years that it haslain dormant. No bright genius 


this is 


| ever elicited it; no brilliant conception ever discov- 


ered it until this session had progressed for some 
time, when the great principle of non-intervention 
at once sprang up to illumine the world, to be re- 
garded as one which, at some future day, would 
be a universally-recognized principle. Sir, I 
recognize the principles of self-government, but I 
do it in sovereignty. A people in tutelage cannot 
exercise sovereignty, but States can. A people 
who are in a territorial existence, which is fitting 
them to become States, exercise what may be 
called a quasi sovereignty. They are never really 
sovereign until they are recognized by Congress 
as such, and are received into the Union as sov- 
ereign States. Then is the time for the operation 
of self-government, but it grows out of sover- 
eignty. Is it to be in five squatters? They may 
pass a law to-day and repeal it to-morrow, and 
the next day th®y may pass another law, and so 
on successively from day to day, and from year 
to year they may pass and repeal iews. The Ter- 
ritories have no power to pass organic laws until 
the attributes of sovereignty are about to attach, 
or have actually attached to them. ‘That is what 
I call non-intervention. That is what I call sov- 
ereignty and self-government. 

This is the great principle which it is said is 
involved in the bill which we have passed; and 
now we are receiving the response to it. I hope 
we may never have any more responses of this 
description. I pray Heaven that we may never 
have another such protest in this body. I pray 
that there may never exist any necessity for it. 
But for the necessity or cause, which originated in 
this body, this memorial would never have been 
laid upon your table. This is but the effect; the 
cause was anterior to it. If we wish to avert 
calamitous effects, we should prevent pernicious 


|; Causes, 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I do not in- 
tend to be drawn, by any remarks which have been 


| made, into a discussion of the question which was 


so elaborately discussed and finally disposed of, so 
far as this House is concerned, the week before 
last; but I have a few words to say upon the mere 
incident, the circumstance which, happening here 
this morning, is the subject of discussion. 

| understand that the honorable Senator from 


| Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] who moved that this pe- 


tition should not be received, submitted that mo- 
tion after the petition, in fact, had been received; 
and therefore | suppose that motion is notin order, 
and will not be insisted upon. 1 do not under- 
stand the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Prrrit] seriously to propose to refer to the Chap- 


: Lal lain of the Senate a paper addressed to the Senate 
that they wish to take the Government into their |! for its consideration. 
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Mr. PETTIT. If our rules allow it | shall jp. 
sist on that reference. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand the honorable 
Senator to assume that the rules do not allow jr 
and that it therefore cannot be done. Hence i 
will address no remarks to the Senate on that point 
I understand the honorable Senator from Ilinois 
[Mr. DovG.as,] who objected to this memorial, 
to say that, after having delivered his sentiments 
on the subject of the measure to which it referred, 
he, for one, would consent that the memoria! 
should lie on the table. Thatis precisely what is 
desired by the petitioners themselves, or those 
who represent them here on this occasion. | yn. 
derstand, therefore, that there is no legislative ques- 
tion before the Senate at all in regard to this matter: 
but that practically we are all agreed that this me- 
morial or petition, respectful or otherwise, right 
or wrong, shall lie on the table. Then I under- 
stand the design of the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, and of those who have addressed the Sen- 
ute upon this occasion, has been to reply to the 
remarks which are contained in the memoria] upon 
the subject of the Nebraska bill, and the abroga- 
tion of the Missouri compromise. Though I do 
not think this is a customary ora right way to 
meet memorials or remonstrances from the people, 
yet, inasmuch as several Senators from different 
parts of the country have thought it proper to re- 
ply, by the expression of their opinions and sen- 
timents, upon the propriety of this memorial, and 
the propriety of those who have sent it here, | 
barely wish to state for myself what I think on 
the subject. 

Now, Mr. President, I have to say, in the first 
place, that, if the presentation of this memorial 
here is wrong at all, it is wrong either in regard 
to the time, or the place, or the circumstance, or 
the character of the memoralists, or the argument 
which the memorial makes. 

Well, sir, I think those who will reflect on the 
subject will see that there is no censure justly to 
be cast upon the memorialists in regard to the 
time. It has been the habitual practice of the 
Senate to receive memorials and petitions upon 
subjects which were not yet before the body for 
action, and might never be; as, for instance, me- 
morials upon the subject of securing the liberty of 
conscience to American citizens in foreign coun- 
tries, have been received without question. So 
in regard to this matter. It is a subject which is 
one of legitimate consideration for the Senate. Al- 
though the Senate have acted on it, their action is 
as yet inchoate; it is liable to be reviewed directly. 
When the bill shall pass the other House, if ever, 
it may and probably will come back to us with 
‘amendments. Even if this were not so, still the 
Senate might be convinced, by the arguments of 
the memorialists or otherwise, that they had acted 
unwisely and injuriously to the country. If so, 
it is not too late to rescind our action. We can 
take measures to repeal the act if it shall ever 
ass. 

Then, sir, in regard to the character of the per- 
sons who have presented this memorial; is there 
anything wrong in that? It is said they are cler- 
gymen, but they are nevertheless American citi- 
zens, and the broader qualification of citizenship 
covers over the lesser and inferior character and 
description of clergymen. Every man who is a 
citizen of the United States, and, according to my 
theory, every man who, although he may not be 
a citizen yet is a subject of the Government of the 
United States, has a right to petition the Congress 
of the United States upon any subject of national 
interest, or which can be legitimately the subject 
of legislation. Then, is there any well-grounded 
objection to the fact that they describe themselves 
as clergyman ? Certainly not; because it is the right 
and the privilege of a citizen, if he can petition at 
all, to present his petition in hisown way. If he 
thinks there is anything in his character or posi- 
tion which entitles his opinions to higher consid- 
eration, or which leadsto the belief that he under- 
stands the subject more thoroughly than others, 
it is his right to describe himself by the appella- 
tion which designates his profession, his charac- 
ter, or his office. It is only on this principle that 
the Legislatures of the States make their voices 
known to Congress, by describing themselves as 
the Legislatures of the States. After all, they 
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come here with their resolutions in the character 
of petitioners or remonstrants, under that provis- 
| ion of the Constitution which guaranties the right 
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of petition, and upon no other ground of constitu- 
tional right whatever. 

Is there, then, any well-grounded objection to 
the language or tone of this memorial? I think 
not. While, on the other hand, it is such a me- 
morial as a secular person like myself would not 
heapt to dictate or sign, because there is a solem- 
nity of tone, a seriousness, and religious con- 
sideration which secular men do not indulge or 
affect; yet, on the other hand, it is professional, 
and natural on the part of the memorialists; it is 
‘7 the character of those who make it. It is said, 
. deed, that they assume to speak the will, and 
judgment, and pleasure of the Creator, and judge 
‘of men and nations. Ido not understand them 
as assuming to speak any such thing. I under- 
stand them as saying simply, in substance, ‘*We, 
citizens of the United States, subscribing ourselves 
as clerzymen in the presence of Almighty God, 
and in His name address the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States.”? Sir, what is unusual or wrong in 
this? You do not commence your proceedings 
here on any day of your whole session without 
acknowledging and declaring that they are begun 
in the presence, and in the name, and with an in- 
yocation of the blessing of Almighty God. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will look at the 
memorial, he will find that the signers carefully 
exclude their character of citizens. They speak 
of themselves as clergymen of the United States 
in the name of Almighty God, and in his presence 
making this protest before the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I may agree with the honor- 
able Senator as to the fact that they do not state 
their citizenship, or their character as citizens; 
but | believe there is no dispute of the fact that 
they are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. Non constat. 

Mr. SEWARD. I say that isso. It is prac- 
tically known to us that the clergy of this country 
are persons who are invested with the rights of 
1 have said, sir, that they come here 
declaring that they come in the presence of Al- 
mighty God. Itis that universal and eternal pres- 
ence in which we all are every day and hour of 
our lives, and from which we can never for even 
a moment escape. 

Again, sir, it is objected that they say they 
address us in the name of Almighty God. What 
is that but a mode of arresting or calling attention 
to their solemn prayer and earnest remonstrance ? 
Sir, while there are occasions on which we never 
forget, never suffer ourselves to forget that we are 
responsible to Almighty God, it is equally true 
that all our action is, or ought to be, in the name 
of the Supreme Being. Sir, we may put off, we 
may lay aside the thoughts of that awful presence 
during our secular labors and during our life of 
confusion and toil and turmoiland care; but when 
we come to close our eyes upon this world, we 
cannot shut them without the reflection that we 
are ever here in the sight of the Judge of all men. 
Every man of us, when he comes to write his 
opinion, or his will, or his instructions for those 
who are to come after him, recites that it is done in 
the name of God. Sir, as I have said, | should 
not adopt this mode of addressing the Senate or 
Congress. It is not my habit to do so; but I 
know that it is the habit, that it is in the character, 
in the way of those who have signed this memorial. 
I see no ground of objection to it. Isit disrespectful 
to the Senate of the United States, or to Congress, 
that men should say they speak to them in the 
name of God, and in his presence? If it be so, it 
must be because we claim to be here exempt from 
the superintending government and providence of 
that Being, in whom and by whom we live and 
walk, and through whom we exist upon the earth. 

But, sir, it is said that at the close of this re- 
monstrance, there is another remark which is 
offensive, and that is, that the memorialists think 
the measure against which they protest is iromoral 
in its nature, and that among its consequences it 
will draw down upon us—not upon this Senate, 
but upon the nation, upon this people—the judg- 
ments of Almighty God. Sir, the question in the 
great measure proposed is either moral or im- 
moral. There is no neutrality between morality 
and immorality. It may be that we may con- 
scientiously differ in ascertaining which is the 


citizens. 


the other—either moral or immoral. These per- 
sons tell us they think itis of onecharacter, others 
think it is of another character. It is our right to 
act. Let them think what they will, it is their 
right to tell us that, in their opinion, it is either 
one thing or the other, just as they understand 
and believe. ; : 

Then, again, it is said that the memorialists al- 
lege that the act will draw after it the judements 
of Almighty God. Sir, by the judgments of Al- 
mighty God, I understand simply this: that every 
human act of any importance or marnitude is 
connected with preceding causes, and with sub- 
sequent effects; thatthere 1sconnected with a right 
act the consequence of usefulness, of beneficence, 
of happiness, and ell the blessings of a just Ruler; 
and that, on the other hand, to those acts which, 
whether we deem them moral or immoral, whether 
intentionally wrong or not, are unwise, there are 
connected consequences of error, danger, peril, 
unhappiness, wretchedness, ruin. This, in my 
judgment, is all that that expression means. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to bring one thing to 
the view of the honorable Senator, if he will allow 
me. I wish to ask whether it is his opinion, from 
an inspection of the paper, that the clergymen 
who signed it had the memorial before them at the 
time when they signed it? It purports to have 
been signed on the first of March, and the bill 
passed the Senate on the third of March. Will 
he tell me whether they did or did not sign their 
names blindly, without seeing the memorial ? 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
excuse me from answering his question; for [ have 
not gone nearer to the paper to look at it than I 
am now when I stand at my desk. 

Mr. BUTLER. I venture to say they never 
saw the memorial. They could not have done it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I was simply saying that 
these persons, being clergymen, being devoted to 
the worship of God and the cure of souls, havea 
language of their own, and that in this language 
they have expressed and embodied their opinions 
on a secular question, and that in it there is 
nothing which, by just construction, ought to give 
offense. 

And now, sir, I come to the close of what I 
have to say on this whole matter; and that is, that 
I regard this as a question of no idle importance. 
The right of petition is a constitutional right, and 
a useful and invaluable one, and I shall never be 
found criticising the language of petitioners or re- 
monstrants to see whether I cannot find cause for 


| cavil or for rejection. The petitioners and remon- 


strants may say precisely what they please, and 
precisely what they think, in whatever tone or 
language they think proper. They may use, for 
me, any epithet which they please. They may 
invoke on my head any judgment they please. 
Still, sir, with a conscience void of offense against 
God and man, I can go on here performing my 
duties, leaving them in the enjoyment of their 
rights, and listening to all that they say, precisely 
as if it had been rendered into the language of 
courtesy, orcompliment, or of praise, which would 
be acceptable under other circumstances. Itis be- 
cause | wish that this right of petition may take 
no injury from the debate of this morning that I 
have risen to vindicate the memorial, and to do 
justice to those from whom it has come. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I think we 
have given rather more importance to the memo- 
rial than its intrinsic merits entitle it to. I have 
no doubt at all that what is said by my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Everert]) is 
strictly true, that the gentlemen who have signed 
this paper belong to a class of highly respectable 
and excellent men. I would say, probably, with 
regard to each of them, what Sir Walter Scott, in 
one of his novels, makes Cromwell say in regard 
to the Reverend Mr. Oldenough: “ Lack-a-day, 
lack-a-day, a learned man, but intemperate; over- 
zeal hath eaten him up.”’ 

These gentlemen do not come here in the char- 
acter of petitioners. These gentlemen do not come 
here in the character of remonstrants. They do 
not come here in the character of memorialists; 
but they come as protestors, not in their own 
name, not with the individual weight and author- 
ity which might be attributed to their protest on 
the ground of their own intelligence or worth, not 
merely with the weight and authority which might 
be superadded to this and other considerations 


moral side, but nevertheless it is of one character or |) from the fact of their being ministers of the Gospel. 
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It is impossible to look at this paper without 
seeing that the honorable Senatorfrom New York 
has specially Pp eaded upon the subject, and that 


the reverend gentlemen who signed it will not 
thank him for assigning them in this paper the 
low position in which he wishes to place thei. 
What is it? 

‘The undersigned clergymen of different religious de 
nominations in New England, hereby, in the name of Al 
mighty God, solemnly protest.’ 

In their official characters as ministers of Al- 
michty God, and in his name, they protest against 
the passage of the Nebraska bill. 

Now, sir, these are educated gentlemen. 


They 
are men of experience in their vocation 


They 
understand the true and solemn import of the 
words here used; and I have not the shadow of 
a doubt that they meant to enter a protest, as the 
language imports, as a protest, through them, of 
the Almighty God himself speaking to this Senate. 
It is not an expression preparatory to a solemn 
act to be done by them; for all that is completed 
when they declare that they spenk in the presence 
of God—that is to say, with a solemn recollec- 
tion of His presence, realizing His superintend- 
ence over what they are doing. What, then, do 
they mean, when they add that they speak in His 
name, unless it is that they speak by His author- 
ily That can admit of no doubt. 

Well, then, sir, the whole paper proceeds in the 
same name and by the same authority; and, among 
other things, they protest against the measure as 
u great moral wrong, a breach of faith eminently 
injurious to the moral principles of the community, 
subversive of all confidence In national engave- 
ments, and as exposing us to the righteous judg- 
ments of the Almighty. All that is announced 
by these gentlemen, as ministers of God, affecting 
to speak in His name. , 

The interpretation of the paper, sir, | think it 
is impossible to mistake; but | have said that I 
think too much importance, decidedly too much 
importance, has been attached to it. Whether 
this is to be understood as a denunciation of the 
judgments of God, or as a prediction of his judg- 
ments, | deny the authority to denounce, and [ 
deny the gift of prophecy, and, therefore, | think 
we need not have troubled ourselves further on 
the subject. 

Each of these reverend gentlemen being in the 
habit, in his vocation and in his particular depart- 
ment, of ruling and governing his congregation, 
gets habitually, of course, the habit of speaking 
on all occasions with authority. I believe that 
they meant it as speaking by authority. I believe 
they thought they had authority for what they 
said, and that there was nothing improper in ex- 
tending that authoritative style of speaking, in the 
name of the Master whose ministers they are, to 
the Senate, as they are in the habit of doing in 
their ordinary ministrations to the congregations 
who acknowledge them as pastors. But why 
should that disturb us? Who cares for it? Does 
anybody believe they have power to hurl the thun- 
der bolts of heaven? Does any man believe that 
they are gifted with the spirit of prophecy, and 
able to announce to us what, in the future course 
of things, will come to pass? Notatall. I dare 
say they are very good men, but, like the Rever- 
end Mr. Oldenough, over zealous; and there, for 
one, I am willing to leave the subject. 
then, that the memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Richard B. Carmichael, in 
behalf of the estate of Alphonsa J. A. Blake, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


DEEPENING OF THE PATAPSCO. 


Mr. PEARCE. I desire to present resolutions 
of the City Council of Baltimore, urging an ap- 
propriation for deepening the channel of the Pa- 
tapseo. river and Chesapeake Bay. They give 
various reasons which show the absolute neces- 
sity for such an appropriation. The object is one 
which is demanded by what is due to the present 
population and business of the city of Baltimore 
—to its important export and coasting trade. Its 
necessity is Increased by the communications from 
that city by railroads to the great West, and also 
by the consideration that Baltimore is the depét 

| of an unlimited amount of bituminous coal, which 


l move, 








624 


ean be 


rine. 





tatulahed to our steam mi commercial ma- 
There is, therefore, a necessity for having 
to the city forthe largest class of vessels. 
el of the river is now so obstructed 

sible for such 


ACCEéRER 
T! 
to render it impos 
Those obstructions might very readily re- 
The subject, I repeat, is one of great 

rrance, and commends itself to the attention 
the Committee on Commerce, to which, I sup- 
pose, the resolutions should be referred. I move 
their reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. In connection with the same 
subject, | beg leave to present the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Baltimore, asking an appro- 
priation of a similar amount of money for the im- 
a ment of the Patapsco river and Chesapeake 
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vessels to enter. 
be 
moved 
im 
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‘This memorial, 
facts 


Mr. President, 
which I would like 
attention of the Senate. 

one 


presents some 
to bring to the special 
In the first place, there is 

which has been suggested by my col- 
that at this time the city of Baltimore is the 
only port in the Union at which a plentiful and 
cheap supply of bituminous coal can be furnished to 
our marine. The memorial also states the fact that 
between the capes of the Chesapeake and Pensa- 
cola there is now no southern port in which, in 
the event of a war, 
vessels could 


point 


league, 


one of our larger class naval 
enter for any purpose. It also re- 
fers to the probability of a war in Europe, and 
the possibility, at least, of our being drawn into 
that war—a possibility which, I think, is increased 
by developmenta since the memorial was signed 
sent to me. 

It appears io me, Mr. President, that the sub- 
ject is one of deep interest in every aspect. That 
there should be southern ports, in which 
our vessels of-war could enter for purposes of re- 
pair and supplies, and safety, is manifestly neces- 
sary to the interest and welfare of the country, I 
had hoped that my colleague would have made a 
motion (instead of referring the resolutions which 
he presented to the Committee on Commerce) to 
refer them to a select committee. I believe that 
the Committee on Commerce are already charged 
with various applications for appropriations for 
the improvement of harbors from every section 
of the country; and that their purpose is to em- 
body ina general bill all the measures that they 
may think worthy of the consideration of the 
Senate. Now, however, in the present aspect of 
affairs, this is an object of interest beyond any 
which has yet been presented to the consideration 
of the Senate upon this subject; and I think that 
it should not be connected with the others, but 
that we should have the opportunity of having a 
report from a committee, and a special bill making 
the appropriation. I will, with the concurrence of 
my colleague, move that the memorial be referred 
to a select committee. 

One other fact may be referred to, which is a 
matter in which the whole southwestern part of 
our country is deeply interested. I find upon my 
table this morning a memorial asking for some 
millions of acres of land to aid in the construction 
of the Marietta and Cincinnati railroad, which 
is to connect with the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
— at Wheeling. From your own great city, 

, we have appropriated millions of acres of land 

for the purpose of making a similar connection; 
and itis apparent, that unless this harbor of Bal- 
timore is made accessible to the larger class of ves- 
sels, all these various appropriations will be com- 
paratively of no use. | hope that the Senate will, 
if my colleague will consent, allow this memorial 
to be referred to a select committee, and have a 
bill reported, so that the sense of the Senate may 
be had upon this isolated question, whether this 
southern harbor shall be so improved as to admit 
vessels of the largest class. 

Mr. PEARCE. The resolutions which I pre- 
sented have been referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; but I certainly concur with my col- 


league in his request to refer his memorial to a 
select committee. 


Mr. PRATT. That is what [ ask. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator moves that 
the memorial be referred to a select committee of 
five. 

Mr. WALKER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, as I understand, has the subject now under 
consideration. That being the case, | should pre- 


and 


ports, 


fer that the same committee should have this me- 
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morial sent to eed. ‘| hav no doubt that they 
can see the necessity for this matter, and give it 
as careful an attention and consideration as a select 
committee. I hope, therefore, that the memorial 
will go to that committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. I dislike to object to the wishes 
of the Senators; but unless some good reason can 
be shown why the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom this subject properly belongs, as is admit- 
ted, is prejudiced some way, or incompetent to 
consider this matter; unless some good reason can 
be given, over and above the fact that that com- 
mittee have the whole subject of internal improve- 
ment under their consideration—which is an ar- 
gument in favor of the reference of this memorial 
to them—I concur with the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin that a special committee ought not to be raised. 

Mr. PRATT. I thought I had stated several 
reasons why this memorial should go to a select 
committee. | cannot see for my life why it should 
go to the Committee on Commerce. The reason 
why I advocate the appropriation of money for 
this object by the Federal Government, is, that it 
is essential to our Navy that we should have ac- 
cess to the city of Jaltimore, as the only port at 
which you can get the necessary supply of bitu- 
minous coal for the steam marine. That is the 
ground on which | putit. If it is to go to any of 
the standing committees of the Senate, it should go 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and not to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

I stated, further, that this was a question, cer- 
tainly, in the present aspect of our foreign relations, 
of deep importance to the country; that there 
should be some improvement made in this as well 
as some other southern harbors, so as to enable 
our vessels of war to have access to them in the 
event of a conflict with an enemy. I hope that 
my honorable friend from Mississippi will concur 
with me that this should go to a select committee. 
Let a bill be reported, and then let the argument 
be offered on the policy of making an appropria- 
tion. Then we can decide as we think proper on 
that question. 

The motion to refer to a select committee was 
agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 

Ordered, That the committee be appointed by the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Clinton county, Lowa, praying that 
a donation of land be made to aid in the construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the Falls of Niagara; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Cedar Rapids, 
lowa, praying that a grant of land may be made 
to aid in the construction of the lowa Central Air- 
Line Railroad; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MASON presented additional evidence in 
relation to the claim of Virginia for money ad- 
vanced the General Government for the erection of 
public buildings; which, with the papers already 
on file in relation to the subject, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 


That John C. Whitsett have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 


Ordered, 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That the messages of the President, and the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Interior yesterday communi- 
cated to the Senate, be printed. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Anne W. Angus, widow of Samuel Angus, late 
captain in the United States Army, praying a con- 
tinuance of pension, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for her relief; which was read, 
and passed to asecond reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Andrew J. Dicker- 
hoff, a soldier during the war with Mexico, pray- 
ing a pension on account of disease contracted in 
the service, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to a 


second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


|, was referred the petition of Mrs. Anne Royal, 








March 14, 


praying a pension, asked to be discharged oun 
its further consideration, and that the petition lie 


on the table; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the memorial of Mary Batry, widow 
of Louis Baury, an offi: ver inthe revolutionary war 
and the memorial of John Boykin, praying pen. 
sions, submitted adverse reports thereon: which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, fromm the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Henry La Reintrie, praying compensation for ser- 
vices as secretary and interpreter to the United 
States Legation to Chili, and for services as bearer 
of dispatches, submitted a report, ace ompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
Theresa Dardenne, widow of Abraham Dardenne, 
praying Congress to indemnify her for losses sus- 
tained on account of an erroneous sale of land 
made to Abraham Dardenne by the land officers 
of Little Rock, Arkansas, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for her reiief; which was read, 
and passed to second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Andrew Hodge, junior, praying the enactment of 
a law authorizing such an arrangement with him, 
as one of the sureties of William H. Kerr, late 
postmaster at New Orleans, as will, while it pro- 
tects the Government from total loss, save him 
from ruin, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for the relief of Levi Pierce and Andrew 
Lodge, junior; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. ‘The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred the petition and accom- 
panying documents of Hezekiah Miller, of the 
District of Columbia, praying for arrears of pay 
due him as a clerk in the War Department for the 
discharge of certain duties, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom were referred the memorial and 
accompanying documents of Amos Kendall and 
John E. Kendall, praying that provision may be 
made for securing the payment of their claim 
against the Western Cherokee Indians, out of the 
money due by the United States to those Indians, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 


SENATE DEBATES. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a letter of Robert Arm- 
strong, desiring to surrender his contract for pub- 
lishing the debates of the Senate, a letter from 
Beverly Tucker proposing to assume that contract, 
and a letter from A. O. P. Nicholson proposing to 
continue the contract, have directed me to report 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the whole matter. I ask, how- 
ever, that the report may lie on the table, as there 
is before the Senate a proposition to purchase an 
additional number of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix; and the matter should all be consid- 
ered at the same time. 

The report was ordered to lie on the table. 


POST ROAD. 


Mr. JOHNSON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire into the expediency of creating a post 
route from Searcy, in White county, via Quitman, to Clin- 
ton, in Van Buren county, Arkansas. 


GULF OF MEXICO. 
Mr. SLIDELL offered the following resolution; 


| which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requeted, 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriations 
sufficient to mark out and designate, by proper buoys, bea- 
cons, &e., the channels through Atchafalaya, Cote Bl: ine, 
and Vermillion bays, and to place bnoys therein wherever 
needed; also for the erection of a light-house on Racoon 

| Point, being the western extremity of Lost Island, or Ship 


